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On January 20, 1969, a U. &. Navy court of inquiry 
was convened at Coronado. California. to determine the 
facts. circumstances and responsibility for the seizure of 
the intelligence ship. USS Ruehla. which had occurred one 
year earlier in the Sea of Japan off the coast of North 
Korea. The Pueblo incident, a major news story for almost 
@11 of 1968. had reached a final ané crucial stage. 

The return of the Pueblo's craw to the United 
States on December 24. 1968, attracted some 450 journalists 
and camera crewmen from around the world to the Navy's 
largest homeport, San Diego. By the time the court began 
its daily hearings. the number had cropped to about 30 
journalists and 20 television newsmen, and a corresponding 
number of technical personnel. In addition to two local 
Rewepaper reporters and two local television newemen. the 
mecia members represented eight nationally known newspapers, 
four major wire services, the three major television 


networks, two news magazines and five popular and business 
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publications.! 


In order to evaluate the reportorial performance of 
the press correspondents at the court of inquiry it is 
important to review the atmosphere in which they operated 
and the facilities they had at their disposal to report the 


story. 


The Command Information Bureau 

The Navy established a command information bureau 
(CIB) to handle the public affairs aspects and dissemina- 
tion of information about the crew's return and the 
subsequent inguiry to the media and public. It began 
operation officially on December 23. 1968. 

Planning for the CIB began immediately after the 
seigure of the Pueblo by the North Koreans. Following 
established Navy doctrine, the operation plan covering the 
procedures for the bureau anticipated every situation 
public affairs specialists could project with regard to the 
needs and demands of the media representatives who would be 
present to report the story. A workable operations plan 
was prepared ané distributed to vitally concerned Naval 





Ioollected Files of the USS Pueblo Command 
Information Bureau (Operational Documents Section in 
Department of Naval History, Washington, Db. C.). Frees 
Accreditation Log and Court Entry Logs. Entries appear by 
correspondent name, affiliation and date. 
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commands long before the actual release of the Pueblo 
erew.* 

The mission of the Pueblo CIB was twofold. The 
first responsibility was to advise the command responsible 
for the disposition of the Pueblo crew and the conduct of 
the inguiry in all public affairs matters. The second 
responsibility was to the news media and is best expressed 
in the mission statement of the operations plan: 

° « « to establish a central point for an orderly flow 
of information to working press .. . to give media 
representatives direct and immediate assistance when~ 
ever possible so that they might report the subject 
with the greatest possible understanding of the facts. 

To implement this mission the Navy temporarily 
ordered public affairs specialists and enlisted journalists 
from major Baval commands on the West coast to f111 the 
positions at the bureau. In a1] some 50 personnel, each 
selected by professional reputation, reported for temporary 
duty until the court was completed. 

In charge of the CIB was Captain Vincent C. Thomas, 


Jr.. then public affairs officer for the Commender-in-Chief 





2neport on Planning For Physical Facilities and 
Personnel For the USS Fueblo Command Information Bureau 
(Pueblo Files in Public Affairs Office of Commander Naval 
Air Forces. Pacific Pleet, Borth Island Naval Air Station, 
San Diego, California), report of Lt. Cmér. William Collins, 
Pebruary 25. 1969. Hereafter cited ag Pueblo Report. 


Soperations Plan 99, Breeches Bucy (Classified doc~ 
ument Of Commander Naval Air Porces, Pacific Pleet, North 
Ialané Naval Air Station, San Diego, California), Annex V. 
1968. 
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ef the Pacific Fleet. Personally acquainted with many of 
the media representatives to the court, Captain Thomas had 
been a nawspaperman in Louisville, Kentucky, and had served 
as public affairs officer for several major Naval 
commanders, among them tha Chief of Navel Operations on two 
occasions. 

Media representatives arriving in Ban Diego to 
cover the crew's return presented their credentials to the 
CIB and were issued passes to the U. 8. Naval Hospital 
where the bureau was located and where the crew would be 
housed upon arrival. 

Immediately available to the media at the bureau 
were numerous background information releases prepared by 
the CIB. These included copies of previous releases of 
information pertinent to the Pueblo incident made by all 
federal agencies and periodic progress reports on the 
crew's trip from South Korea. 

Separate facilities were provided at the bureau to 
meet the particular needs of print and broadcast media. A 
photo section pooled Navy and civilian photographic efforts 
to cover the crew's arrival. Communication equipment was 
installed before the bureau began operation and included 
Western Union and wire service terminals, pay and contract 
telephones. and all major news wires. Typewriters, office 
equipment, refreshment machines. television receivers, 


lounges anc conference aress were aiso available at the 
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5 
press facility which operated seven days a week. 24 hours a 
day.* 

Prior to his arrival at San Diego, each Pueblo 
crewman was given a public affairs procedures briefing. 
Thus. with regard to his experiences on the Pueblo during 
captivity, each was advised not to discuss with the public 
or media anything of a classified nature. nor anything 
which in his opinion might jeopardize the objective gather- 
ing of facts in the forthcoming inquiry. Most important to 
Navy officials was that the crewmen's exact remembrance of 
every possible detail of the previous 11 months not be 
Gisturbed by reiteration to family. friends or the media. 

These memories also became the content of classi- 
fied intelligence debriefings that filled 270 miles of 
tecording tape during the first three weeks of the craw's 
etay at the Naval Hospital in San Diego. This information, 
vestricted to the intelligence community, waa vitally 
important and never became evicence in the inquiry.” 
because it was considered "privileged information” in a 
sense, and might have been incriminating to some of the men. 

The stringent security measures enforced by the 
avy never permitted the media to come into direct contact 





“pueblo Report. Jac. cit. 


Scaptain C. Dale Everhart, U. 8. Bavy. cited by 
Trevor Arebrister in 2 Matter of Acceuntabilicy: The 

ef the Pueblo Affair (New York: Coward-McCann, Inc.. 
1970). p. 348. 
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with Pueblo crewmen Curing their stay at the hospital 
except at formal press conferences which were conducted 
infrequently. Pueblo’s commanding officer, Comsancer 
Lioyd M. Bucher. spoke briefly to the huge crowd assembled 
to meet the crew at Miramar Naval Air Station on 
December 24, 1968. His mental and physical exhaustion was 
apparent and was the reason for a medical decision not to 
permit him to appear before the mecia during medical 
processing and intelligence debriefings prior to the 
inquiry. In his stead, the Pueblo’s executive officer 
conducted a brief press conference shortly after the crew 
reached the hospital. Lieutenant Edward R. Murphy. 
coumenting only on his role as ship's navigator, described 
how he introduced impossible ship positions into falsified 
charts his captors forced him to prepare in order to render 
ridiculous their *proof" that the ship had entered North 
Korean territorial waters. He also avoided some questions 
which the Navy thought probed into areas better left to the 
court of inquiry. 

Time understated the security situation. which 
Gisturbed some correspondents, when it reported. “The Navy 
was saving the Pueblo’s story for the court . . . and it 


ordered the crew to say nothing. he 





©rrmed Yorces, “Heroes or Survivors?,”" Time. 
January 10, 1969. p. 19. 
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Commander Bucher’s pre~Saen Diego conmentsa to the 
press about the crew's brutal treatment at the hancs of the 
Nerth Koreans appeared in almost every media ceport during 
the days before the court. Hedical examinations of the 
crew at San Diego shocked even the hardened military 
physicians as countless bruises and scars from severe 
beatings were discovered. Clark Clifford. then Secretary 
of Defense, ordered an immediate investigation of the 
beatings while the Cis photo lab cocumented on film the 
evidence of mistreatment of the Pueblo men. To further 
illustrate their torture while in captivity. the Navy per- 
mitted two crewmen to appeay before the media to describe 
their experiences in North Korea. Pueblo Cis officials 
selected Quartermaster First Class Charles 5. Law and 
Radioman Gecond Class Lee Roy Mayes to meet the press on 
the basis of several criteria. Their mistreatment was 
indicative of the severe punishment the entire crew 
suffered. Each in his own way was weli-spoxen and seemed 
able to handle the searching questions of the correspond- 
ents. Finally, the health of the two men was sufficient to 
withstand the nervous strain of an appearance before the 
media. 

The media soon adjusted to the fact that they could 
not personally interview Pueblo personnel other than during 
the few controlled press conferences already mentioned. 
Most correspondents quickly turned their attention to 
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8 
speculating about major issues and questions with which the 
court would have to deal. 

The Code of Conduct for U. 8. servicemen received 
the greatest pross attention. / its applicability to the 
Pueblo situation was & matter of controversy for both the 
military ané@ the press. The CIB ettempted to clarify the 
issues for correspondente at the hospital by calling 8an 
Diego based Navy legal experts into several press confar- 
ences to anewer their questions. Captain Gale H. Krouse 
commented that, “Failure to observe the guidelines of this 
(code) is not in my mind a criminal offense. a& Time 
reported that the Defense Department insisted the code was 
militarily binding on the Pueblo crew while in captivity.” 
The Gilemma for the court was that the code had never been 
enforced and by itself carried no penalties for failure to 
Observe its provisions. Without any specific precedent the 
court had no guidelines by which to evaluate the confes~ 
sions which the North Koreans extracted from the crew 





? acode eof Conduct for Members of the Armed Porces 
of the United States." Executive Oréer 10631. signed by 
Dwight D. Eisenhower at The White House, August 17, 1955. 
contained in the Navy Department's General Order No. 4 
(Washington, D. C.: U. GS. Government Printing Office, 


Sopinion expressed by Captala Gale Z. Krouse, JNGC, 
USN, in @ press conference at the U. S&S. Naval Hospital, 
San Diego, December 31. 1969. 

9eane Dilemma of the Code." Pina. January 3, 1969, 
pe is. 
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during their captivity. 10 


In a January 13 press conference, counsel for the 
court, Captain William Newsome. announced that the Pueblo 
crewmen were “illegal detainees" and not prisoners of war. 
Therefore the provisions of the code did not apply to their 
actions while in Horth Korea. To his dismay the Defense 
Department midway through the court decided the Code did 
apply to the Pueblo wen. 

The watter of the Code of Conduct was indicative of 
the complex probleme which confronted the press and chali~- 
lenged its reporting ability. Similar situations occurred 
frequently curing the inquiry. 

Congressional interest in the Pueblo affair was 
understandably intense. Senator Richard Russell, then 
chairman of the Senate Armed Services Committee, commented: 

These men are being hailed as heroes. They are heroes 
in the sense that they suzvived the imprisonment. Sut 
they did sign a great many statements that did not 
reflect any great heroiam in my mind. I'll have to 
investigate further to see just what hero~-type things 
they performed.1l1 

His comments disagreed with the comments of several 
high ranking Maval officers. Awong them, Admiral John J. 
Hyland, the Commander of the Pacific Fleat, who had ordered 


the court of inquiry. described the crew as heroes, and 





1Osurthermore, the court received little or no 
guidance from legal experts at Navy headquarters in 
Washington, D. C. 


llarmed Forces. loc. cit. 
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10 
Rear Admiral #Eéwin M. Rosenberg, in charge of the crew's 
tzip from South Korea to the United Gtates, referred to 
Commander Bucher as °. . . &@ hero among herces. “? 

On January 10 the Savy closed the hospital bureau 
and relocated all press facilities at the site of the court. 
the Nava) Amphibious Base at Coronado, California. At the 
same time, a lO-day delay in convening the inguiry was 
announced as medical authorities waited for Commander 
Bucher's health to improve sufficiently to withstand the 
strain of the hearing. 

During the delay the CIZ concentrated on informing 
the press of the administrative and legal proceduras under 
Which the inquiry would be conducted. Captain Newsome and 
his associates stressed that the court of inquiry was not a 
trial. It was an investigative proceeding, not unlike a 
civilian grand jury. The Maval order appointing the court 
required that it ascertain tha facts and recomend appro- 
priate administrative or disciplinary action. It could not 
determine guilt or innocence or administer punishment. On 
January 13, as Captain Newsome and Commander William 
Clemons, hia assistant counsel. prepared to #gcrean prospec~ 
tive witnesses, they informed the press that the court 


would divide its inquiry into three phases: the ship's 





125,inion expressed by Rear Admiral Edwin M. 
Rosenberg, U. &. Navy, in & press conference at Seoul, 
South Korea, December 23, 1963. 
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rission and operatior, the seisure, an¢é the crew's deten~ 
tion period. Newsome said ha planned 8 typical Ravy 
investigation lasting frow three weeks to a month. He 
predicted the length based on the court meeting six days a 
week and hia doubts that all crew members would have to 
testify. He explained Commander Bucher's position as a 
party to the investigation. a routine declaration for the 
commanding officer of anv Navy vessel lost or damaged which 
insures hia right to be represented by coungel, to call 
witnesses and present evidence in his own behalf, anc to be 
present at all hearings. The press was informed that some 
court sessions would be closed to hear classified testimony. 
but that every effort would be made to declassify the 
testimony so a witness could present it in open session. 

Nevertheless, on January 19 Bernard Weinraub 
reported in The Maw Xark Times: 

- « there has been some uneasiness that sizeable 
portions of the testimony were to be heard in closed 
sessions. Navy lawyers have insisted that closed 
hearings would be held only because of the “sensitive" 
and Meg A, nature” of the ship's mission. 


But there some feeling that closed hearings could 
also be used for testimony that would embarrass the 


Navy. 
Purpess and Scape 
Three months after the court closed, one of the 
correspondents analyzed the probable effect the press had 
on the formation of public opinion about the inquiry and 
about the way the correspoments reported the court. He 


wrote: 
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12 
« « « the court... had been deluged with letters and 
telegrams abusing them for thelr “miatreatment” of ... 
Bucher .. . Moat of the blame for tha enctional 
reaction and indignation evolved from prass reports of 
the court’s questioning of Bucher. A complex story 
that required reporting by those familiar with military 
terminology, laws, regulations. and traditions was 
covered by a working press that for the most part was 
, denced militarily an@ in some cases unqualified 
for unbiased, ob ive reporting. The results 

ead wi standing. leading te a back lavh 

against the credibility of the presea.! 

The corresponment. Kip Cooper. was the military 
affairs editor for the Zan Riego Union. and had previously 
servec 23 years in the Navy, retiring as a Chief Journalist. 
While it seems certain hia opinion was flavored by his 
background, nevertheless research into the writing of a 
number of correspondents at the court revealed that some of 
his criticisms had a bagis in fact. Cooper's criticisns 
and the author's preliminary research end presence at the 
court as a participant-observer showed the need for @ 
careful study of press performance to determina the quality 
of press coverayje of this long and highiy important story.** 

KR press performance study of salected corresporcents 
to the court, including those with and without previous 
military background. should permit one to draw some 


interesting conclusions based upon a comparison of their 





l3nin Cooper, “The Pueblo and the Press." Seninac 
(A fax Mowap2peca By Conley Mumapapers), 
June, 1969, p.- 12. . 


ine author was assigned to the court as a Navy 
ptblic affairs specialist for its entirety. 
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13 
performances. Apart from denying or confirming Cooper's 
charge about his allegedly non-expert colleagues, the study 
can apply to the question of specialized reporting programs 
in journalism education and the need for more specializa~ 
tion by reporters in the field. 

No previous research has been conducted on the 
Pueblo incident in the matter of press performance. How- 
ever, a 1970 study of the formation of public opinion and 
its effect on Navy policy did speak to the issue of news 
coverage of the Pueblo story: 
The capture of the US& Pueblo ... ty North Korea, 2 
easua helli in an earlier era, provoked internal 
conflict rather than international confrontation. 
Public sentiment. as reflected in news accounts, 
editorials, journals and congressional statements had a 
significant effect on official .. . Mavy behavior. 
public hostility toward the Navy was most 
Clearly manifest in the period following the release of 
the Pueblo crew, particularly during the Court of 
Inguiry, and was probably the single most important 
factor in determining ultimate disposition by the Navy. 
The options available to Fee Navy were circumscribed by 
adverse public sentiment.1 
Whether the public’s hostility was the “sinjlo most 
important factor” in the Navy's disposition of the case is 
® matter of some controversy. But. there is little doubt 
that press and television reports were the primary influ- 
ences on the formation of public opinion. Establishing 


some measure of the accuracy of press reports of the Pueblo 





lSy4iliem A. Arwbruster, “The Pueblo Crisis and 
Public Opinion” (unpublished thesis, U. &. Naval War 
College. 1970), p. 132. 
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14 
Court of inquiry is. therefore, useful. 

This study will follow the general design of a 1965 
University of Wisconsin Journalism Master‘s thesis by 
Thomas Cleary.2© tn it he tested the hypothesis, "Did the 
Ue. 3S. Press, in its coverage of the Korean War, accurately 
portray the Korean situation to the U. 3. Public .. .?"* 
To do so he compared news reports from the battlefield 
against the historical standard for his atudy. the official 
U. &. Army history of the Korean War. He then pointed out 
deviations from the standard and qualitatively analyzed 
then. 

This study will test the following hypothesis: 
Correspondents to the Pueblo Court of Inquiry accurately 
reported the open court preceedings in news stories which 
appeared in their parent or member publications. 

AAditionally. this study will anewer the question, 
“What was the difference, if any, between reports by 
correspondents with military reporting experience and cor- 
respondents with no previous experience?” 

Accuracy is defined here as the truthful reproduc" 
tion of dialog and events as these evolved during open 
court sessions. An inaccuracy is defined broadly as a flaw 





16snomas J. Cleary, Jr.. “Reporting the Korean Wars 
Performance of the U. & Preas in the First Sixty Days of 
the Korean War” (unpublished Thesis, University of 
Wieconsin, 1965S). pe 18. 
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or error in the reproduction.*’ 


Bathedolocy 

This study demanded an unimpeachable standard 
against which to compare correspondents’ stories for accur 
acy of detail. The standard in this case was the verbatin 
record of the open court proceedings, entitled as follows: 
Becord of Pxagendinga of a Court af Inquiry Convened ay 
Order of Commander in Chief. United tates Racific Elest. 
to Inguize diate the Cixcumatancez Relating te the Seizuce 
of the USS Puehle (AGER-2) hy North Kexean Naval Borces 
which Oceurced in the Gea of Japan on 23 January 1960 am 
the Subsequent. Retention of the Vessel anc the Officers and 
crew. 8 

Also, the author was a Navy public affairs officer 
at the court for its entirety. First~handé knowledge of the 
event provided insight to possibie errors in newa stories 
Which were then tested by going to the court record. 
Contact with each of the correspondents to the court on a 





Lwiiiiam B. Blankenburg. “News Accuracy: Some 
Pindings On the Meaning Errore" (paper for the Association 
_— in Journalism, Berkeley, California, August, 
1 e Ps 2- 


18 ine record of the open court proceedings is 
unclassified and was made available to the sauthor through 
the courtesy of the Department of the Navy, Judge Advocate 
Genezal, Assistant for Investigations, Navy Annex, 
Washington. D. C. Hereafter this document will be cited as 
Court Record. 
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i6 
regular basis gave the author an insight into their 
respective backgrounds as weil. 

The leagth of the verbatim record, over 1800 pages, 
and the length of news stories by selected correspondents 
in a sample of newspapers immediately indicated that the 
identification of every factual error, no matter its 
significance to the important elements of the court, was 
impossible. Two days of testimony sslected arbitrarily 
were tested to see if errors could be categorized and 
quantified according to 14 types of errors, ranging froin 
misspelling te misplaced emphasis, as derived by Fred Cc. 


Berry, Jr., and William Blankenburg.?? 


Objective errors 
relating to wrong names, tities, military commands, or in 
Other words witness identification, were too few. with the 
emall number of correspondents, to yiel¢é meaningful data. 
Subjective errors relating to misplaced emphasis, omission 
of important elements of testimony and procedure, anc 
veporter interpretation not supported logically by the 
court dialog were found to be more significant. The same 
general results were achieved by evaluating the first two- 
thirds of all the court coverage by two of the correspond~ 
enta. In each case, however, the quantity of errors did 





19 pred C. Berry, Jr.. "A Study of Accuracy in Local 
News Stories of Three Dailies.” Journalian Quartexly. 
44:492-490 (Autumn 1967). Slankenburg. lac. cit.. Pp. 14. 
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17 
net approximate the figures tabulated by Berry and 
Blanxenburg. 

This may be due in part to the methods by which 
Bexry and Blankenburg determined news story errors. 
Briefly, news stories were selected and mailed to persons 
mentioned therein with a questionnaire asking in general 
what that newsmaker believed was wrong in the story. This. 
the authors reported, might have accounted for some bias 
and a high inaccuracy rate. 7° 

Several other factors were also thought to bear on 
this finding. especially in the case of objective errors. 
Repetition of names, places, cates, titles and so forth was 
quite common, as with any continuing news story where news~- 
makers constantly reappear. This permitted the correspond~ 
ents to correct their mistakes the next day. Also, much of 
the testinony itself became repetitious in later stages of 
proceecings. Moreover, there were only a finite number of 
facts, events and witnesses, each considerably less in 
number most probably. than in corresponding categories in 
Other newspaper accuracy surveys. 

Perhaps the most important factor bearing on accur~ 
acy in this news event, however, was the most effective 
process Of feedback. The news copy of correspondents at 
the court was critically read by court officials and public 





20 rid.. p. 3. 
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18 
affairs personnel as a matter of course. Because of a2 
considerable rapport and mutual respect which developed 
over the month they had been working on the Pueblo affair 
before the court opened, CIB personnel and correspondents 
could Giscuss with each other what were believed by each to 
be confusing issues in the testinony. Often, patterns 
appeared in queries submitted to the CIB press query saction 
which suggested that some element befors the court was a 
particular problem for most newsmen. In that event, formal 
press conferences were scheduled quickly to air the problem. 
Without exception the CIB sent two officers to record in 
long~hand the significant portions of each day's open and 
Closed testimony. These transcriptions wera prepared aa 
news releases at noon and 3:00 p.m. after thorough aditing 
by the assigned court reporters. Finally. the CID made 
avBilable to the correspondents the first rough crafts of 
the verbatim record of open court proceedings approximately 
36 hours after the fact, and tape recordings of all press 
conferences almost iomediately after each briefing 
adjourned, to further insure the accuracy of reporting. 

This study operationalized the definition of news 
inaccuracy as a significant deviation from the verbatim 
court record. Only news reports of open court proceedings, 
at which correspondents could be present. Were analyzed to 
Getermine errors in raporting. 

Determining whether a news report's deviation from 
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19 
the court record was significant was a most difficult 
problem. Generally, the author made this determination 
solely on his own judgment. However, judgment was assisted 
by the author‘’s remembrance of many errors which were noted 
by court officials, members of the public and especially by 
the correspondents at the court while the hearings were 
underway. Thus, as Kip Cooper later wrote. and often 
brought to the author's attention during the proceedings: 

Some of the stories filed on the Pueblo inquiry were so 
erratic they were posted on bulletin boards by an 
anonymous sailor or perhaps a newsman. 41 
Sven more important to the issue of significance of errors 
was Cooper’s observations 
Some of these Lreporters/ were not qualified for 
unbLased. objective reporting of the daily court pro- 
ceedings. This statement is based on admissions by a 
couple of such reporters that they hac come with pre- 
convinced biases against ali Savy “brass.” They aaed 
the proceedings to substantiate those biases, thus 
misinforming the public about the court.22 
Almost without exception mention of an error in a 
news xceport., by a correspondent or principal member of the 
Navy's staff, was made on the basis of its distortion of 
igportant issues before the court or the apparent likelli- 
hood that the error would mislead the public anc promote 
misunderstanding. 
These experiences and a thorough reading of the 





21 cooper. Sp. ait... p- 13. 


22 tid. 
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20 
Open court record three times have given the author an 
insight into what errors would have adversely affected the 
reader's full understanding of the court’s activities. 

Therefore. for the purposes of this study, a 
significant error or deviation has been operationally 
Gefined as one which, in the judgment of the author, 
adversely affected a full understanding of the court 
events, court procedures, and the testimony of witnesses. 

Significant Geviations in reporting were isolated 
according to the following categories of error: Identifica- 
tion of witness; attribution of testimony or court 
officials’ statements; omission of court procedure or 
testimony essential to understanding of an event; mis- 
quotation; headline unsupported by court event or dialog; 
Over or under emphasis of court event or dialog; reporter 
interpretation or analysis of proceedings unsupported by 
court event or dialog. These categories are comparable 
with those isolated in the Berry and Blankenburg studies 
and should peralt replication. 

The catejory of over or under emphasis was con- 
sidered to be subject to considerable researcher bias. ‘Two 
methods were examined to reduce bias and improve replica- 
tion. In the first method the researcher might evaluate 
the lead of each news story against the findings, opinions 
and recommendations finally raached by the court. Presuming 
the integrity of the court, its final report should have 
Gerived from the significant elements appearing in the 
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21 
testimony and from the weight of evidence presented. Hews 
leaés not relating to the court's findings, opinions and 
recommendations might then be considered suspect as regards 
emphasis. Unfortunately. the court made over 500 findings 
of fact and rendered almost as many opinions. Furthermore, 
much of the court‘s final report derived from testimony 
taken in closed sessions from which correspondents were 
excluded. A method suggested by William Biankenburg was 
found to be more reliable in the attempt to discern mis- 
placed emphasis. Headlines and leads of selected corre 
spondents* stories were compared to each other to establish 


conformity or agreement 27 


in the correspondents’ selection 
of the most important court events or dialog for each Gay 
Of open court proceedings they covered. Deviation from the 
majority view provided at least circumstantial evidence of 
ever or uncer emphasis. 

The relatively small number of categories. the 
manageable amount of writing an’ the general level of 
professional excellence of the selected corresponcents per- 
mitted the author to cenduct a qualitative analysis ané to 
make both negative and positive mention of press perform~ 
ance. The analysis chronologically followed the court 


hearings in order to develop the complex themes present in 





23 ouis Gottschalk, History (2d ed.; 


Unéderatanding 
New York: Alfred Knopf. 1969). pp. 166-170. 
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procedure and testimony and to relate dGaviations to the 
total context of the court's activities. This method was 
move meaningful to the author and permitted more flexible 
explanations of performance than could be obta@ined by the 
“atomistic combination of measureable unite” in the 
quantitative method. *4 

Correspondents selected for the study were chosen 
on the basis of several criteria. The primary considera~ 
tion was their relatively continuous attendance at the 
court from beginning to end. Another criterion already 
Giscussed was their previous experience in reporting 
military affairs, or their presumed experience with wili- 
tary affaira based upon a tour of considerable length in 
the military service. The prestige or total readership of 
a correspondent 's parent publication or news service was 
&@leo an important factor in his selection. 

Based upon the above criteria, 12 of the approxi-~ 
mately 30 correspondents to the court were selected. They 


axe as folicws: 





Serrespondant Affiliation 
Richard E. Meyer Asaociated Press 
Wayne Thomis Chicago Tribune 
Curtis J. Sitomer Christian Science Monitor 
Julian Hartt Los Angeles Times 
Karl Pleming Nawswask 
24 


Bernard Berelson, Gantent Analyais in Commounica~ 
tden Bamearch (Glencoe, I11.: Pree Fress, 1952) pe 114. 
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Bernard Weinraub The New York Times 

Kip Cooper San Diego Union 

Jia G. Lucas Scripps-Howard News Alliance 
Tim Tyler Time 

Robert Crabbe United Press International 
Jack V. Fox United Press International 
George C. Wilson Washington Post 


To establish their previous experience in reporting 
military affairs, a short questionnaire was sent to each 
eorrespondent (see *ppendix A). Jim G. Lucas died before 
the researcher could query him about his background, but 
Scripps-Howard, the publishers of his several books, and 
other secondary sources provided necessary data. 

Jack V. Fox was not in continuous attendance at the 
court, but his reputation as a correspondent made the 
analysis of his stories desireable. 

Most correspondents’ stories were by~lined. How- 
ever, AP, UPI and particularly Time and Neweweek reports 
often appeared without identification of the writer. The 
problem of attribution was recognized and relieved somewhat 
by concentrating on reporting of court events and specifics 
relating directly to those events. Where attribution was 
made too difficult by the nature of the story, the partic- 
ular report was not included in this study. 

The timeliness of &@ news report was not generally 
considered a critical element in this study. For the most 
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24 
part, correspondents’ reports of an open court session 
appeared in their publication the next day. The inclusive 
dates of this study, January 20th to March 15th. encompass 
the publication dates of all news stories pertinent to this 
study, with the exception of some early Tige and Newsweek 
reports. These, Where used, have been specifically 
mentioned ss early reports. Furtharmore., the weekly 
appearance of the news mazgezine reports of the inguiry 
permitted their correspondents to devalop themes more fully. 
and in some c28ses more accurately, than journalists for 
Gaily papers. Mentior of these reports is, therefore, 
gualified accordingly. 





CHP PTER If 
COURT PHASE I - THE PUEBLO’S MISSION 


the Firat Mask 

The public had been exposed to intense coverage of 
the Pueblo affair since the crew's arrival at San Diego. 
Smid the intrinsically emotional stories of reunited 
families and North Korean torture of the men, there 
appeared bit by bit the complex legal procedures. acminis- 
trative details and military traditions which were the 
foundation and framework for the Pueblo Court of Inquiry. 
The piecemeal appearance of this materia] can be attributed 
to its very complexity~--there were too many important 
Getails for the Navy to release or the correspondents to 
report all at once. 

However, three correspondents at the court made an 
effort to draw all the fragments of pertinent information 
together in reports which appeared, and theraby announced 
the opening of the court. on January 20. 

Headlined “Navy to Open Inguiry Today.“ Julian 
Bertt’s article was quite accurate and comprehensive. Com- 
paring the military court of inquiry to a civilian grand 
jury. Hartt reworked facts derived from the CIB legal and 
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procedural briefings during tha weeks preceding the court, 


x and the Uniform 


and cited excerpts from Bavy Regulations 
Code of Military Justice (uens) 2 which he correctly sug- 
gested might hava a bearing on the inquiry. The result was 
a cohesive, aasily understood exposition which provided a 
sound basis for the reader who followed the court from 
beginning to ena.? 

The Wavy constantly stressed that the inquiry was 
net a trial but a fact-finding body. Haertt reinforced that 
point by comparing the investigation to a grand jury 
proceeding and by quoting an unidentified Mavy legal 
specialist as follows: “. . . the court ‘cannot punish, but 
it certainly can recommend punishment. rad 

Calling Commander Bucher the key witness, Hartt 
explained that his designation as a “party” to the investi~ 
gation entitled him to certain rights. Of these, he cited 
the right to attend all hearings, to cross-examine 
witnesses, and the right to be represented by counsel. He 
also suggested an essential, but difficult to interpret. 





ly. S. Navy Regulations, 1948. Art. 0730. 


*yniform Cade af Military Justice, 10 USC 395. 
May 5. 1950, Art. 31. hereafter cited as UCM). Also con~ 
tained in Manual For Courte-Martial, 1269 (Revised). 
hereafter cited as MCN. 


3 sion angeles Times. January 20. 1969, Sec. I, 
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27 
concept of the “party” procedure when he wrote, "Others of 
the 81 survivors (the Pueblo crew) .. . may be designated 
*parties® by the court at any time testimony indicates they 


might possibly be subject to subsequent charges. a5 


Hartt ’s 
suggestion was amplifiec by his comment that the commander 
of a vessel or unit involved in an inguiry automatically is 
"a party.*° 

Nevertheless, he failed to interpret the philosophy 
behind the procedure in guch a way that it could be fully 
understood. He also failed to list perhaps the most crucial 
legal right afforded 2 party to a military investigation, 
and for that matter a witness before a grand jury. Hartt 
can be held responeible for a more lucid interpretation 
because pertinent military documents covering these matters. 
and numerous qualified legal experts, were available to him 
for consultation. ’ 

Taking the last point first, the crucial legal 
right which Hartt could have mentioned to improve his 
coverage was that part of the advisement read to | party at 
the outset of any investigation which states that: 





mia. 


Tone Gocuments in question are: MCM. gon. cit.. 
para. 150. pp. 27-57; and Manual ef the Judge Acvecata 
Genexal. Repartuent af the Navy, JAG Inetruction P5600.7, 
June 2, 1961. Chapters III and IV. Hereafter this document 
will be cited as JAG Manual. Copies of pertinant extracts 
Were made available to the reporters. 
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. fre caa/ refuse to incriminate himself; and, if 
accused or suspected of an offense, can/ be 
informed of the nature of the accusation and advised 
that he Goes not have to make any statement recardcing 
the offense of which he is accused cr suspected; and 
that any statement made by him may be used ag evidence 
against him in a trial by court-martial.? 

With regard to the effect of designation as a 
party. it might have been noted, more effectively than 
Bartt did, that: 

The purpose and effect of designating an individual 
before a fact-finding body is to afford him a hearing 
respecting possibly adverse information concerning his 
—-~y: er performance of duty or relating to a matter 

er whigh he has a @uty or right to exercise official 
aqua. 

This concise quote contains the essential philosophy 
by which the coumanding officer of a vesee] which is lost 
or damaged is automatically designated a party to the 
subsequent investigation. 

There is little doubt that a clear understanding of 
these legal concepts was essential in order to comprehend 
the actions of the court of inquiry. Hartt's laudable 
attempt to promote this understanding is especially note~ 
worthy and far exceeded the efforts of his fellow corre~ 
sporndents on January 20. 

George Wilson preferred to daal in interpretation 


in his article, entitled “The Pueblo Inquiry: All Sides Are 





Sing Manual. op- eait.. pp. 3-3. 
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He began with the easily misunderstood state- 
ment, “A skipper. his ship, his service .. . all go on 
public ‘trial’ today ...°21 Later in the article, Wilson 
added much needed, but still insufficient. amplification to 


Losers. »10 


his initial comment: 


No matter what happens during the Pueblo court of 
inguiry. none of the participants can emerge whole. 
Bucher will be stained in the eyes of a service not 
known for forgive and forget. ... The Pueblo will go 
down as a ship net equipped for its job. .. . The Navy 
« « e Will go down as allowing a tactical situation to 
get out of hand to escalate into an international 
ineldent. 


Hot until one read through to the jump page where 
his first-page article was continued did the reacer find 
Wileon's comment which distinguished the inguiry clearly 
from an advereery proceedings “The court is simply a fact- 
finding body. It can build a case for a court-martial but 
oid This was the 


point most often stressed by HMavy officials about the 


cannot bring such proceedings itself. 


nature of the forthcoming inguiry. Although Wilson had 
stressed this point in some earlier articles, the fact that 
the court was not a trial should have appeared in the same 
paregraph with his initial comment toc preclude any mis~ 


interpretation of his statement. 





10m. Mashingten Peat. January 20, 1969, Sec. i, 
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Wilson appearec to have difficulty with another 
important issue before the court in his analysis of the 
code of conduct and its application to the Fuebio men. 
Mentioning that the Navy's Judge Advocate General (JAG) nad 
ruled the Pueblo crewmen were “iliegal detainees" rather 
than prisoners of war (POWs). he said, “This apparently 
means there is no intention to court-martial any of the men 
for their confessions” (uttered and signed while in North 
Korea) .14 

However, in explanatory comments about the Navy JAG 
ruling. Captain Newsome said only. “The code of conduct 


ais and, even more to the 


dees not apply to the Pueblo crew, 
point. Navy legal specialist Captain Gale E. Krouse 
commented to the press. “The code is a creed, a guideline, 
ee Gistinct from a legal statute. It was never anyone's 
intent that the code of conduct be usec as a basis for 
punishment.” 2° From these comments, the implication 
logically follows that, even if the code had been applied 
to the Pueblo crew (and Mavy JAG later during the court so 


ordered), it could not properly be used as a legal statute 





14 poi. 
opinion expressec by Captain William R. Newsome, 
JaGC, UGH, in a press conference at the U. &. Naval 
Rephibious Base, Coronado, California, January 13, 1969. 


16on4nion expressed by Captain Gale &. Krouse, 
ios. git. 
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under which members of the crew could be brought to court~ 
martial. If the court had deemed the confessions of the 
crew to be in violation of military low, they would have 
been charged under the UCHJ, a situation which could have 
eccurred without application of the code of conduct. 

Finally. Wilson did not address himself to the 
difficult legal philosophy and procedures as did Julian 
Hartt, although he did cite the content of Article 0730 of 
Savy Beagulationsg under which Bucher was eventually charged 
by the court. 

Bernerd Weinraub also dealt with the code of 
conduct in his January 20 story. ané did so by commenting 
on both sides of the issue. He paraphrased the belief of 
“several lawyers” that the code was totally applicable to 
the Pueblo men who "confessed" to espionage while held by 
the North Koreans. He contrasted the position with "other 
lawyera" who believed the powers of the code were limited 
and not legally binding. Finally, he quoted the opinions 
of Captain Krouse already mentioned. *? This treatment 
afforded the reader the beat opportunity to form his own 
opinion based upon Weinraub's balanced presentation of the 
contrasting views. a 

Two cther elements in the code ef conduct contro~ 
versy were distinguished in a Tima essay. While the Time 
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32 
report appe@red at the ond of the first week of hearings, 
hence was at an advantsge over news reports filed 10 days 
earlier, navertheless it Grew upon facts established long 
before the court Opened. First, it pointed out some 
Defense officials’ erguaent that a POW should be given 
authority to make confessions not dealing with classified 
information nor injurious to fellow prisoners because such 
&@ Well-publicized official policy would drain confessions 
of any real significance, and permit the POW some fiexibil- 
ity in dealin; with his captors. Second, the Zima essay 
compared this recommendation to the similar action taken by 
the United States when it signed a North Korean propayanda 
document, which the United States previously denounced as 
false. thereby “confessing” that the Pueblo was inside 
North Korean waters, in ordar to secure the release of tha 
crew, 2? These two widely known arguments supported those 
who were in favor of a relaxation of the etoical demands on 
POWs made by the existing code, and deserved mention in any 
in-depth news report of the controversy over the applic- 
ability of the code to the Pueblo‘’s situation. 


The Fixet Day”° 


Coverage of the actual proceedings at the court's 





195 ine Beaays “New Compassion Por the Prisoner of 
War,” Time, January 31, 1969. pp. 16-17. 
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fizret session concentrated on Bucher’s testinony that his 
requests of the Navy for systems to improve the Fuehilo's 
ability to destroy secret equipment, to communicata 
internally, and to defend itself from enemy attack were 
generally not granted. WNone of the correspondents reporting 
the first cay’s proceecings mentioned the most significant 
court‘’s advisement to Commander Bucher regarding his legal 
rights as a party to the investigation, and in particular 
the possibility that at some point in the proceedings he 
might become suspected of a violation of the UCM]. This 
was an omission of essential court procedure which. if 
reperted, would have helped the reader to understand one cf 
the primary purposes of the Pueblo Court of Inguiry--to 
Getermine if any evidence before the court reverled a 
possible violation of military raw. 22 

Bernard Weinraub, making no significant errors in 
his report. correctly predicted perhaps the two most impor 
tant findings of the court regarding Bucher’s actions in 
commanding the Pueblo: 

Commander Bucher’s failure or inability to destroy 
secret equipment on his ship is expected ta be a key 
issue at the Court of Inquiry. ... The faet that the 
Noxth Koreans boarding the ship ygre not repulsed is 
2ls0 expected to be a key issue. 

Julian Wartt's reference to Buchar’s testimony was 





tla Manual. Chapter IV, pp. 4-1 to 4~6. 
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34 
in error in several areas. Bucher had recommended either 


20-millimeter or <O-milliweter guns be installed on 


23 a4 


Pueblo, not "20mm or 30m weapons” ag Hartt reported. 
Also, Bucher’s operational commander for the Pueblo’s 
mission, whom he frequently mentioned in first-day testi- 
mony.e was Rear Admical Frank L. Johnson. Hartt erroneously 
identified this central figure in the investigation as a 
Vice Aé@mirai.*> 

On the day of the attack, Bucher testified, the 
-50~caliber guns finally installed on Pueblo could not have 
been brought into play against the North Koreans very 
quickly because their protective canvas covers were heavily 
coated with ice which formed in the frigid atmosphere of 


= He did not say, as Hartt 


the northern Sea of Japan. 
reported, “. .. the canvas covers were so heavy with ice 
. « » the crew couldn't get them off anyhow.“*’ The issue 
was important to the Getermination of why the Pueblo had 
net been dGefenced when attacked. 

Bucher a8lso0 testified about what he thought might 


be difficulties in establishing 28 communications link with 





23oouxt Record, Vol. 1, p. 28. 
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28 As Martt 


Japan once the Pueblo was on the mission. 
reported, Bucher said the difficulty was in getting someone 
in Japan to accept radio transmissions from the Pueblo, 
that he discussed it in briefings before the mission, and 
that it had not been resolved to his satisfaction at that 
time. But, Bucher did not establish in his testimony that 
the difficulty was in the chain of command. However, Hartt 
incorrectly interpreted from Bucher's comments that, "There 
was the beginning of an implication of confusion in the 
chain of command, "7? 
It should be noted, however, that Bucher's testi-~ 
mony in this area was somewhat vague, owing to the 
Classified nature of Naval communications equipment and the 
commands concerned. As Captain Newsome stipulated, this 
was the reason he directed Bucher not to continue his 
testimony about the Pueblo's communications difficulties. 
Hartt should have noted this fact when he reported: "But 
Capt. William R. Newsome, USN, the court‘’s counsel who 
guides the testimony, quickly shut off that Line. 7° With- 
out mentioning exactly why testimony was stopped, Hartt's 
report left the reader with the possible impression that 


testimony was “shut off" because it might be embarrassing 





2@court Record, Vol. 1, p. 46. 
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to the Navy. 

In a comprehensive report of the first day's 
proceedings. George Wilson reported all the main points of 
Bucher’s testimony and highlighted Bucher'’s inability to 
acquire a destruct system for the Fueblo. Wilson sought to 
balance the concentration on Bucher's testimony with a 
comment about the court's probable reaction to the almost 
uninterrupted monologue. To do so, Wilson isolated one of 
Captain Newsome's questions of Bucher as follows: 

At one point .. . Newsome, the Navy lawyer serving as 
counsel for the court .. . pointed to inspection 
reports in which Bucher had said the Pueblo was ready 
to perform her mission. The exchange was light. with 
no flavor of prosecutor vs. defendant. But his /sic/ 
may be the way one of the issues develops, with the 
Navy using Bucher'’s past words to | the condition 
of the ship it gave him to command. 31] 

Wilson's interpretation of Newsomwe’s guestion and 
the possible reasoning behind it makes the unwarranted 
assumption that the court, through Mewsome. wes attempting 
to “defend” the condition of the ship. It might more 
logically be presumed that the court counsel sought to 
elicit Bucher's reasoning in signing inspection reports. 
the content of which seemed to contradict his testimony. 

Kip Cooper. reporting in the San Riego Unian as its 
military affairs editor, wrote the most complete account of 


the proceedings of Jenuary 20. touching on every major item 


ai oat. January 2i. 1969, Sec. I, 
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37 
which Bucher. the only witness for the day, raised in his 
testimony. The only significant error he committed was 
similar to the misquotation made by Julian Bartt about the 
severity of the icing conditions on the gun covers. Cooper 
mistakenly said of Bucher'’s testimony that he claimed the 
guns became caked over with ice and their canvas covers 
froze to them making them unuseable. 32 

Richard Meyer. the Associated Press reporter, 
incorrectly wrote that Commander Bucher spoke of not having 
enough “weighted paper bags” in which to sink secret docu- 


33 


ments When the Pueblo was attacked. In fact. these bags 


Were canvas, and Bucher spoke of their being grommetted to 
admit water quickiy.?* 

Later in the same article the AP reported, ”. . . 
the Navy ordered two 50~caliber guns for the Pueblo. These, 
he Lpuchex/ said, would have been too heavy and he recon~ 
mended 20-mm. or 40 mm. ° 79 What Bucher said was that, as a 
result of the Israeli attack on the USS Liberty in 1967, 
the office of the Chief of Naval Operations (CHO) had 


ordered “3-inch-50s8" be installed on small, independently 
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Operating vessels. These guns, firing a three-inch shell 
through a barrel 50 times the langth of the shell. would 


have been too heavy for the Pueblo to carry on her 830-ton 


hull. all of which Sucher explained to the court. 2 


Jim Lucas used his dramatic columnist's style to 
report the first day's proceedings. Short. quick comments 


gave meaning to the headline, “Ordeal's Hot Over For Pueblo 


37 


Crew.* He wrote that Bucher told of “swallowing his 


misgivings when ordered to arm his noncombatant vassei. “7° 


Rather. Bucher had variously said of the CNO decision to 
arm the Pueblo: 


—e: - « £ personally encouraged it... . The way i felt, 
and the way I discussed it in my wardroom and with.  _. 
other people who I had talked to in the shipyard Awha/ 
thought it would only draw attention to us. .. . My 
Feply to them was that the CNO in his capacity as the 
senior officer in the Navy had decided that it was 
necessary ... and I felt, I was in complete agreement 
and supported his feelings because he knows a lot more 
about this type thing than I do. And I supported the 
idea of arming the ship... from the very A pas 
as soon as I found out wheres the Gizectiog nad 
from. I never questioned it at any time. 


His paraphrase of this difficult-teo~interpret 
statement was an oversimplification of Bucher’s testimony. 
Accuracy would have been served better by a direct or 
indirect quote. 





30 court Recexd. Vol. 1. p. 39. 


37 Roaky Meuntain News (Denver). January 21, 1969, 
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39 
Lucas also keyed on certain of Newsome's questions 
in a way which effectively showed the court's attention to 
the problem of the Fueblo's readiness for her mission to 
the reader: 
Many of the court's questionag obviously were asked for 
& pucposes Had he held repel boarders’ driiis? He had 
but not often. Had he trained his men to scuttle ship? 
Again he had but not frequentiy. © 
Lucas apparentiy believed the reader could deter- 
mine for himself what was the purpose of the court, because 
he Gid not amplify on his coment in this short article. 
Other errors were committed by the correspondents 
in their coverage of the first day of the court. These 
were considered by the author to be insignificant in that 
they did not bar a complete understanding of particular 
facts in evidence, or of the first day taken as a whole. 
Por instance, one correspondent mistakenly said Bucher had 
testified he recommended “gun tubes" be installed on the 
deck of the Pueblo. Rather. Bucher said he had recommenced 
“gun tubs" be installed. These, incidentally. are heavy 
steel plates which are welded to the deck and encircle the 


gun mount to provide some protection for the gun exvew. 1 


Tha Secon Day 
Commander Bucher continued his uninterrupted 
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40 
testimony on January 21, concentrating on events occurring 
after the Pueblo had begun her mission in the water 
surrounding North Korea. By the end of the court day he 
had reached the final hectic momant # just before his 
attackers boarded the ship. 

Jim Lucas was incorrect in his interpretation cf 
Bucher‘s testimony regarding two civilian oceanographers 
who were members of the Fueblo’s crew. The Scripps-Howard 
correspondent reported of Bucher, “The story he told was of 
e » - &@ Ship which purposely concealed its real mission 
2 « o” Though that such was correct, Lucas then wrote in 
parentheses, "Bucher ordered ‘cover’ oceanographic opera~ 
tions begun only after he was detected . . —— 

However, Bucher testified that the oceanographers 
were aboard to fulfill a bona~fide mission in addition to 
the ship's primary mission. and that the Pueblo stopped at 
numerous points to permit them to take samples of the sea 
water and bottom: 

The normal routine during the day while on station... 
was to accommodate the oceanographers a8 much as 
possible. Twenty stations had been delineated .. . 
thet they would like to obtain various oceanography 
Gata from. .. . I attempted, and was sugcesgful in 


making these .. . points_and allowing /then/ to 
collect their data .. .4 
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41 
Presumably. Lucas derived his faulty interpretation 
from Bucher's additional comment that he never allowed the 
oceanographic tests to interfere with the military mission 
of the Puebic. ** 
The AP report by Richard Meyer omitted Bucher’s 
Genial of each of the intrusions into their waters alleged 


by the North Koreans. *° 


To establish what was alreacy 
commonly accepted, Captain Hewsome asked Bucher, of each of 
the 17 separate intrusions alleged, whether on that date, 
at that time, and in that place a particular entry into 
Borth Korean territorial] waters had been committed by the 
Pueblo. To each question. he answered, “No Sir, it did 


note a4 


Because the court went to such lemths to insure 
the record showed no intrusions had eceurred, it must be 
considered that the dialogue was relevant enough to be at 
least mentioned in a report of the day's events. 

Jack Fox of the UPI reported, of Bucher‘s tastimony 
about sending radio messages to his supericrs notifying 
them of Pueblo’s situation, that: “. . . he had flashed a 
radio alarm that should have gone to the top military 
commané end to the White House.” This comment came immedi- 


ately after Fox's statement about the incident that, “There 
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waa no help in sight.°*? 


Fox's use of the verb tense 
"should have gone“ incorrectly suggests the message did not 
reach its multiple destinations. while the testimony made 
clear that it did. 

Bernard Weinraub’s thorough article contained one 
significant misquotation. Bucher testified that after 
being wounded by North Korean gunfire he resumed control of 
the ship within “five seconds, = but Weinraub reportec 
Bucher as saying. “I maintained control of the ship within 
five minutes after it napponed. *49 Time elements were 
critical throughout the day’s testimony. and a ship not 
under comaand for a period as long as five minutes while 
under attack is almost inconceivable. 

George Wilson reported Bucher’s testimony that he 
considered trying to scuttle the ship but deciced not to 
because, even if it had sank, the North Koreans might be 
able to use divers te retrieve secret equipmant on board 
since the depth of the water was only i00 feet >” Having 
veferred to this part of the testimony, Willison algo should 
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43 
have reported that court member Rear Admiral Sdward kK. 
Griom challenged Bucher's reasoning by asking him what 
would have prevented the United States from salvaging the 
Pueblo if it was in international waters as he had 
testitied.~+ 

Although Wilson did not mention Bucher’s dental of 
the 17 intrusions in his article, the Poaat reproduced the 
Navy’s chart of the Pueblo‘’s route through the Sea of Japan 
that had been prepared for the press by the CIB. The 
repreduction ané the accomupanying story, “Course of Pueblo 
is Mapped, *°* no doubt by Wilson, make it clear the alleged 


intrusions never occurred. 
Zhe_Third bey 

Two stories of the significant court evants of 
January 22, 1569, appeared in Zhe Mashington East. The 
first of these carried the more prominent headline, was by- 
lined “By a Washington Post Staff Writer,” and was date~ 
Lined “COROMADO, Calif... . .°°> whe second story. by 
George Wilson, was labeled “ews Analysis” and appeared, 
just beneath the main etory. in the ninth colwm. Wilson 


also wrote the main story. The piscement of the stories 
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4 
and the prominence of the headlines is important because of 
the error in tha first headline. 

it read, "Bucher Is Told Me Faces Trial in Ship 
Seizure.® But in fact. the following events took place. 
Just after Bucher reached the peint in his testimony where 
the North Koreans were permitted to come aboard the rueblo, 
Captain Newsome halted the session for @ brief racess, 
Curing which. presumably, he informed Pueblo‘s commanding 
officer that he was about to be placed under suspicion by 
the court for a violation of military law. Following the 
recess, Captain Newsome mace the following comment: 
Commancer Bucher, it ia my duty te apprise you of the 
fact, that the facts revealed in this Court of Inquiry. 
renders you to be a suspect of a violation of the 
Uniteé States Naval Regulations Article 0730, which 
reads, “the Comaanding Officer shall not submit his 
command to be searched by any person representing a 
foreign state: will not permit eny cf the personnel 
under his command to be removed from his commanc by 
such persons so long es he has the power to resist.” 
You are further advised that having been so in 
of that offense you do not have to make any statement 
with respect to it. and any statement that you make 
with respect to it thereafter be used as evidence 
against you in a subsequent trial.54 
Unlike the headline. the werning did not categor-~ 
ically state that Commander Bucher would without question 
be tried because of the court‘s contention that he had 
violated regulations. There was ample opportunity to learn, 
from press conferences and by talking to counsel for the 


court, that the court was only empowered as a fact-finding 
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bedy to determine what happened and to recommend further 
action, if any. 

Fortunately. the headline did not ajree with 
Wilson's lead paragraph which seid, “Cmwdr. Lloyd M. Bucher 
of the Pueblo was told by a Naval court of inquiry today 
that he may be court~martialed for allowing North Koreans 
to board his ship. «55 Gbviously. the word “may" was 
essential to understanding the event because the decision 
to bring Commander Bucher to court-martial rested with the 
Baval authority whe convened the court, the Commander-in- 
Chief of the Pacific Fleet. not with the court. Further- 
more. that decision could not be rendered until the court 
hac completed its inguiry and forwarded the investigation 
to the convening authority. 

Later in the story. however, Wilson compounded the 
error of the headline by writings 

Until today, Bucher had only been a “party” to the 
court proceedings. His testimony was designed to help 
the ounce get the full facts, not ko establish charges 
againet Bucher or anyone else. . . 

This statement was an oversinplification of the 
effect of designation as a party, for such designation at 
the outset of an investigation warns the individual that 
the fact-finding body is already aware that adverse infor- 


mation concerning his conduct or performance of duty may 
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46 
result from the inquiry. al Wilson's statement was alao in 
error because it implied by use of the phrase “Until today” 
that, after the warning to Bucher, the court would attempt 
to further establish the charge against him. Rather, the 
court, from beginning to end, was primarily concerned with 
learning a11 the facts as well as determining if those 
facts suggested some person or persons were at fauit.°” 

Hevertheless. Wilson, still in error, continued: 
“The character of this proceeding . .. has therefore 
changed, even though it is still technically an ‘inquiry’ 
rather than a ‘eriay.'°99 Hie implication that Bucher was 
now on trial is evident, and of course incorrect. 

Wileon's second article was headlined, “A Skipper 
Takes On ‘The System. °°°° Leading with “A firet chapter of 
one of the many books coming out of the Pueblo Inquiry 
wight be called Bucher vs. J. &. Navy or Boys Town va. 
Annapolis." Wilson characterigzecé Bucher as “. . .‘the 
mustang’ ... taking on the ‘system. '" 

Bucher was raised as an orphan st Boys Town, Nebras~ 
ka, and the court members were Annapolis graduates, thus 


accounting for Wilson's interpretive comment. Howaver, the 
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47 
point of contrast between a high-school-ievel orphanage and 
@ college-level military academy is a vague one at best. 

He might more accurately have contrasted the Admirals’ alma 
mater, the Naval Academy, and Bucher’s alma mater. the 
University of Nebraska. °! 

Also, while it may be a point of conjecture, Bucher 
was not. strictly defined, a “mustang.” In Naval parlance, 
the “mustang” is, as Wilson states, *. . . an officer who 
moves up from the ranks." In other words, a “mustang” is 
an officer who received a direct conmsission while serving 
as an enlisted man. Sut, Bucher received his commission 
through the Reserve Officer Training Corps program after 
leaving the enlisted Baval service, and after receiving a 
baccalaureate degree from the University of Nebraska®*--an 
evolution of events which corresponds to the pattern 
followed by many officers in the armad services. 

Later in his “analysis” Wilson referred to the 
“glittering admirals" preparing a “strategy for the 
counterattack” on Bucher's first-day testimony describing 
the poor materiel condition of the Pueblo and the cutback 
in funds for its conversion to an intelligence~collection 


vessel. Wilson illustrated this alleged “counterattack” 
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49 
with accurate indirect quotes of the court’s questions to 
Bucher. commenting. “The admirais were clubbing Bucher with 
the obvious weapon--. . .” 

Oddly enough. the weapon to which Wilson referred 
is a Naval tradition thet, despite his negative use of it 
in the context of the article. could net be reduced in its 
importance to Bucher'’s situation. Wilson concisely stated 
its 

° « « the centuries-old understanding that the captain, 
and nobody else. is in charge of his ship. If Bucher 
as captain did not think his ship was up to her 
mission. then he shoulc not have taken her out. 

Wilson next referred to the proceedings in general 
as a “gentlemanly inquisition’ where. "The stiletto flashes 
out from the dark blue row of admirals’ coats ... only 
occasionally.” and concluded the factual part of hia story 
by recalling court questions challenging Sucher's testimony 
from previous sessions. 

Despite the fect that the story was labeled “News 
Analysis.” that qualification could not cloak editorializing 
anc reasoning apparently flavored by personal opinion and 
enction, which seemed to do little to aid the reader's clear 
understanding of the day’s events. One could, however. seo 
Wilson's attempt to speak to the relationship between the 
“system” or organization--the Navy~-and the men-~Bucher. 
Certainly. one of the major iesues never resolved by the 
court was where Bucher's responsibility for the incident 
enced. and the Navy’s responsibility for the incident began. 
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49 
One coule applaud an analytical news report which dealt 
forthrightly with this issue and logically criticized the 
affair. In my opinion, Wilson failed to achieve this point 
in his article. 

By contrast, the coverage by Jin Lucas was without 
error and far more balanced in its approach. Headlined 
“Talkative Bucher Appears Headed for Court Martial, "©? nis 
article dealt with the changing atmosphere of the court os 
follows: 

At the outset. the court was outwardly friendly. the 
five admirals almost fatherly in their manner toward 
Bucher. tha court's attorney a helpful friend. But the 
atmosphere has gradually changed. the court's questions 
become sharper. Then yesterday came the sharpest blow 

Again by contrast, the Chicago Txinune. using the 
report by Jack Fox of UPI, headlined in a banner head, 
“Navy Warns Pusblo Chief, Comér. Bucher Told He May Go On 
Trial.” and, "Ship's Skipper Advised of His Rights. a4 
Fox's article. a straightforward report of the events of 
the day, did not dea] with the apparent mood of the court. 

Bernard Weinraub’s article. under the headline. 


= most «ffectively 


“Savy Court Puts Bucher Under Suspicion. “ 
used ea disclaimer to the inherently sensational warning to 


Bucher, as follows: 
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50 
Navy legal officers emphasized that the court of 
inquiry remained a fact-finding panel that could not 
prosecute but could recomend that court-martial action 
against Commander Bucher be started. “What this means,” 
one legal officer said, “is that they have heard enough 
evidence to be convinced that Bucher is suspected of 
violating Navy regulations. They have to tell him that 
he is under suspicion. He has to be warned under the 
rules of $3 Navy Department's Judge Advocate 
General. “ 

Within 48 hours of the warning to Bucher the court 
was deluged with approximately 400 letters and telegrams 
from members of the public outraged over what they believed 
was mistreatment of the commander by the court, and an 
Obvious attempt to make him a scapegoat for the Navy's 
shortcomings in the Pueblo incident. Probably no amount 
of dispassionate, accurate reporting would have dispelled 
the emotional reaction to the warning given sucher. ©? 

It can also be said, on the basis of the foregoing 
analysis of coverage of the court up to and including the 
warning, that the press was probably not as much to blame 
for the negative public reaction as many suspected. © 

Those correspondents in this study whose 
January 23rd reports were not mentioned were factually 


accurate in their coverage of the events of January 22. 





66 ia. e pe 12. 
OT estimates of the pieces of mail and telegrams to 
the court. while highly speculative, ran to about 400. 
Similarly. the CIB received numerous angry telephone cails, 
sco@e of which the author answered. 
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These unmentioned reports invariably headlined the warning 
to Bucher. indisputably the most important event of the 
day’s proceedings, and reported the court action correctly 
without undue emotional overtone or aditorialization. 


The Fourth Day 

Bucher continued his uninterrupted testimony on 
January 23. relating. for the most part, the arrival of the 
Pueblo at the North Korean port of Wonsan aré the subse- 
quent frantic efforts of his captors. through frequent 
threats ané brutal torture methods, to extract an early 
confeesion to espionage from him. 

The events of the preceding day seemed to have a 
cathartic effect on the correspondents as evidenced by 
their attention to detail and to the development in print 
ef the emotion which Bucher dieplayec and expressed as he 
described his feelings about trying to commit suicide 
rather than submit to the pressure his captors applied on 
his mind and body. 

Some, such as Jim Lucas, however, seemed to inadver- 
tently inject their own emotional reactions to Bucher's 
testimony into their reports. 

Lucas reportec, °. . . Bucher has unfolded a story 
of his captivity so gruesome that even his chief inquisitor, 


a vice admiral (Fdmiral Bowen, president of the court). 
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blanched and asked thet he ‘omit macabre details. ‘°°? 
Bowen never used the word macabre, accordiny to the Court 
Reserd. However, he did gay. of Bucher's questioning 
whether he should discuas in open court the wounds of his 
men, “Unless it serves some useful point I would omit some 


of the details. *?° 


Tha_Fifth Day Through the 
Eighth Day 


Por the remainger of the first and early part of 
the second week, the court convened in closed seasions 
which the correspondents were not permitted to attend. 
During this period the court heard testimony on classified 
matters from Commander Bucher, his immediate operational 
commander, Rear Admiral Frank L. Johnson, and members of 
the admiral’s staff in Japan at the time of the Pueblo 
incident. 

As most of the press reported, the CI#f produced 
unclassified reporte of the testimony taken in closed 
sessions and distributed them to the press aa soon after 
the proceedings as was practicable-~usually within a few 
hours of the court's adjournment. 

Also during this period. the CIB began to make 
available to the press upon request the first written drafts 





— ©o eaphia Presa Scimitar. January 24. 1969. Sec. I. 
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53 
of Kavy court reporters’ voice transcriptions of the open 
court sessions. This procedure continued without interrup- 
tion until the court closed. However. midway through the 
court. the Navy tightened the restrictions on the press use 
of the verbatim record because it was believed the newamen 
were doing more than had been intended by the Navy--they 
were taking voluminous verbatim notes from tha record 
rather than just checking the accuracy of their past, 
present and future reports. Thereafter. newsmen were par- 
mitted to see the CIB copy of the record only in the 
presence of a CIB official, for brief periods of time, and 
were not permitted to take extensive quotations out of the 
record. ’* 

The impact of public reaction displayed in hundreds 
of letters and telegrams to Commander Bucher after the 
court placed him under suspicion caused him to direct his 
civilian attorney. &. Miles Harvey, to hold a press confer- 
ence on January 27. 1969. Previously. Bucher and Harvey 
had notified the press they would make no formal comments 
pending completion of the inquiry. 

At the suddenly called conference, Harvey, using 
Bucher‘s words he said, commented that the comnander desired 





“s legal authorities in Washington. D. C.. 
preswsebly from reading and listening to news reports. 
apparently concluced that liberties were being taken with 
the record and directed that the CIB tighten its control of 
the record. 
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to reassure the American public that he was receiving 
"eminently fair" treatment by the Navy court of inguiry. 
Bucher, he said, wanted to counteract what he believed was 
the “overreaction” of people to his being declared a 


suspect of violating naval regulations. ’? 


Tae Sacond Week 


Tha Ninth Day 
The court resumed open sessions on January 29, a 


fact which most of the correspondents had been anticipating 
in their reports for two days because the most notable 
Closed-court witness, Rear Admiral Johnson, was schecuied 
to appear in the first open session of the second week of 
hearings. 

Julian Hartt’s anticipatory report of the 29th of 
January reiterated Bucher‘'s testimony regarding Johnson’se 
orders about using the fifty~-caliber guns on the Pueblo in 
the event of confrontation with a foreign force. He incor~ 
rectly paraphrased Bucher as saying: “Bucher has testified 
that Adm. Johnson told him not to uncover his machine guns 
in defense of the Puebioc. 073 
"One of the precautions and one of the last things Admiral 


However, Bucher teatified, 





Taanis conference was widely reported in newspapers 
of the 28th of January. 


73350 Angeles Times, January 29, 1969, Sec. 1, 
pe 16. 
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55 
Johneeon said to me... was that I should in no way 
uncover those guns unless it was absolutely necessary .. .- 
Lthey/ were to be used in the event all else failed in 
extracting ourself from a harassment situation. “74 

Kip Cooper‘s report of the proceedings of 
January 29 was a thorough summary of most of the major areas 
into which testimony had delved, as were all of his reports 
of epen sessions throughout the inguiry. Using numerous 
Cirect quotes, Cooper related Johnson's testimony and the 
court‘s questions about his planning for, but inability to, 
provide assistance for the Pueblo on the day she was 
seized. 

Noteworthy in Cooper’s report was his coverage of 
testimony by Commander Charles R. Clark who had formerly 
been the commander of the Pueblo's sister ship, the 
USS Banner. Cooper chose parts of that testimony which put 
Bucher’s previous testimony about the suitability of the 
Pueblo into a perspective not previously available. 

Cooper reported: 

Clark . . . told the court that he and his crew knew a 
@wift reaction time was not possible. "We operated 
quite a distance from the normal operating area of 
other U. &. units. The military has no authority to 
invoke awar ... {in/ our operating area we could 
have been rammed or sunk hefore anyone could have come 
to our assistance.” Clark told the court he falt that 


the Banner was a “small cheap resource” that was 
adequate for the general concept of a small unarmed 





*Scourt Record. Vol. 1. Pp. 39. 





ship in international waters. .. _ 


Julian Hactt's repert in the Times’? used very 
nearly the same quotes as did Cooper to siake the point that 
Clark's testimony was *. .. in some ways contradictery to 
that of . . . Bucher.*’” 

In a thorough AP report. however, Richard Meyer 
gave the most comprehensive report of Clark’s testimony. 
While he did not stress the points of disagreement between 
the two officers’ comments, Meyer pointed out in his lead 
that Clark still believed in the concept of lightly axmed 
intelligence craft. Additionally. his was the only raport 
which stated that Clark agreed with Bucher in regard to the 
excessive amounts of classified material on board the 
intelligence ships and the inadequate means to destroy the 
material. ’@ 

Because Hartt anc Cooper raised the issue of 
disagreement in Clark's testimony in their reports, each 
was guilty of the omission of that part of the former 
skipper's testimony which would also have shown there was a 


significant amount of agreemant between the two commanders. 
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Commonwealth Raporter. January 30, 1963, Sec. I. 
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All of the remaining correspondents, while not 
guilty of any significant factual errors in their 
January 30 reports, omitted coverage of Commander Clark’s 
testimony which would have provided the reacGer with the 
means to discern the paralleis and the divergences in their 
viewpoints about the mission and operations of intelligence 
ships. 


Zhe_Tenth Day 

The court again met in closed session on 
January 30th. Thereafter the court adjourned until 
February 3, 1969. on the advice of medical authorities who 
Getermined that Commander Bucher was in need of a brief 
respite from the hectic pace of the first two weeks’ 
testimony. 
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CHAPTER IIL 
COURT PHASE II - CAPTURE 


the_thixrd Weak 

Between the last open court seesion on January 29 
end the resumption of open testimony on February 4. many of 
the correspondents repoxted once again the significant 
items that had appeared in earlier court sessions. Because 
they had at their disposal meny previous news reports. the 
CIB releases, and the rough draft of the verbatim record, 
no significant errors appeared in the correspondents’ news 
copy during this interim period. 

Jim Lucas returned briefly to the January 29 
testimony of the USS Banner's skipper, Charles R. Clark, 
ang noted. "Clark... said he couldn’t have had a warmer 
relationship with the commander of the Banner's ‘research 
spaces,’ that their two crews ware interchangeable and the 
research section was directly under his command. ** 

Lucas contrasted this testimony with @ paraphrase 
of Bucher‘'s testimony that the command relationship aboard 
the Pueblo between he and Lieutenant Stephen R. Harris, the 
officer in charge of the Pueblo's research spaces, was 
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59 
strained (by command influence external to the Pueblo) to 
the point that Bucher never believed he had comaand controi 


2 Lueas* 


of the research detachment and its personnel. 
reasonable interpretation of the contradictory eltuations 
was that, “Bucher may have inadvertently been hurt... by 


the testimony of his closest friend, Cmdr. Charles KR. 


Other press reports Guring this interim period 
between open sessions introduced Stephen Harris to tha 
reader based upon his steady appearance before the court in 
Closed sessions. f- Hervard College graduate, Harris was a 
Navy intelligence officer assigned to the Pueblo to taka 
charge of the 28-man group which conducted the ship's 
intelligence~gathering efforts. 

A Sime article appearing in the January 31 issue 
showed a considerable amount of insight inte the implica- 
tions of the testimony cf the previous two weeks of the 
court on the part of its correspondent at the court.” 

As was to be expected, the availability of time and 
packground decuments., coupled with the opportunity to let 
all of Bucher's pre~capture testimony unfold before 
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66 
publishing a report, gave the Time account a high degree of 
accuracy. Nevertheless, in an apparent effort to compress 
the complex testimony into the report, some inaccuracies 
Gié appear. 

Summarizing Bucher’s long testimony about the prob- 
lems of destroying secret documents, Tima reported that 
Bucher “. . . could not know” that the destruction aecquip- 
ment he had on board was inadequate to handle the volume of 
Claseified material] in a short period of time “hecauss he 
was not even cleared for access to the ship's supersecret 
"research compartment. 105 Rather, as commanding officer of 
the Pueblo, Bucher knew, end testified to the effect. that 
he had access to any compartment on his ship. Furthermere, 
es he had testified, Bucher was fully aware of the lecation. 
amount and general purpose of the highly clasai fied 
listening, recording, coding, and communication equipment 
in the research compartment. This after all was the prime 
reason he made repeated efforts to procure explosive 
Gestruct devices for the compartment before the Pueblo 
departed on her mission. What Bucher was not aware of wags 
the total amount, nor the specific content, of classified 
Gocuments which the research Getachment held in its com 
partment. But. Bucher tacitly admitted he could have 
Getermined the amount if he had exercised his right and 
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61 
duty as 8 commanding officer: 
The burning space on the ship... the incinerator, 
was not sufficient nor had I planned on the sufficiency 
of the incinerator that was installed, nex had I prior 
to going out on patrol considered it in enough depth to 


have appreciated the fact that we could not have, 
except over a very long period of time, perhaps ten or 


twelve hours, destroy all the publications that we had 
on the ship. This was an oversight. a complete over- 
sight. on my part. The incinerator thet waa inetalled 
would just not handle all the classified publications 
that we had, and the water depth did not permit ths 
jettisoning of the publications over the side.® 

Bucher probably would not have sought to know the 
actual content of the documents, save that it was classi-~ 
fied (which he knew all along). because he respected the 
fact that. even as commanding officer of the Pueblo, he did 
not “need to know” in order to fulfill the Pusblo'’s 
mission.’ 

In another error. Tian omitted the court's rebuttal 
to Bucher‘’s explanation that he decided not to scuttle the 
Pueblo partly because he believed that North Korean divers 
eould easily have recovered the classified material on 
board. As has been mentioned, court member Admiral Grimm 


countered with the comment that the United States could 





“court Racard, Vol. I. p. 121. 
Tenis commonly exercised military prohibition cn 
the release of classified information states that, even 
though an inéividual has a eecurity clearance broad enough 
to see certain documents, unless he has an express need to 
See the documents in order to complete his assigned 
mission. or in general to do his job, he will not be given 
access to the documents. 
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62 
just as well have salvaged the Pueblo‘s sensitive material 
since she would have sunk in international waters.” 

On the positive side. however, the Zime correspond- 
ent commented that Rear Admiral Johnson's assurance to 
Bucher that the Fueblo’s guns would never be needed saemed 
to lull Bucher into a false sense of security which, Time 
eontinued, might have explained his slow realization that 
the Sorth Koreans would eventually attack. tven more 
significant to the issue of Bucher's possible culpability. 
Tima finished this particular section of the article with 
the observation, ". . . as a result, he was plainly in no 
position to resist capture. *” 

Karl Fleming's six-page article for Newawaek. 
appearing on February 3. also suffereé some serious inac~ 
10 Pleming mentioned Bucher's upbringing at Boys 
Town and continued that he “had gone on from there to 


curacies. 


enlist in the Navy and subsequently rose through the ranks 


to become an officer.°?1 


The reperter qualified this 
comment by adding parenthetically that Bucher had taken 
“cime out to win a degree in geology at the University of 


Nebraska.* However. Fieming then conaitted the same error 





Scourt Regord, Vol. I. p. 104. 
%oo. ait.. p- 16. 


1Wapuebier Don't Give Up the Ship-~fvar?" Motwmiesk. 
February 3. 1969, pp. 24-31. 
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63 
George Wilson did, whan he wrote; 
This made him Lauchex/ in Annapolis parlance 2 
“mustang,” and mustang officers have traditionally been 
ch five aduirale who sat in judgment before hin.12 
There simply was no basis in fact for Fleming's 
comment. which servec to give the reacer the impression 
that some intrinsic conflict existed between Bucher and the 
court on the basis of their different echooling and back~ 
grounds. In fact. Bucher was not @ mustang in “traditional 
parlance,” and even if he were, a good case might be mada 
for the high amount of respect an officer who has per formed 
outstandingly enough to earn a direct comaission receives 
from his contemporaries in commissioned Haval service. 
Later in the article Fleming made an even more 


serious error in fact. He wrote, of the Fueblo’s intellii~ 


gence gathering activities: 


e « « While she was nominally a ship of the U. 8. Navy. 
the Pueblo was in fact operating directly on behalf of 
the Bational Security 'gency, a Defensa Department 
organization that comlucts top-secret electronic 
listening and surveillance missions in all parts of the 
world, and which is if anything even more cloaked in 
security than the Central Intelligence Agency iteel ft. 
« « « What this meant in practical terms was that Bucher 
hae little if any real knowledge of what went on in the 
vesearch center of his ship. .. . It also meant that, 
or not, Bucher could enter this part of the 
ship only with the authorization of the officer in 
charge of it, .. . Stephen Harris.13 





1244. 


1355. cit.. pe 25. 





While there was little doubt that much of the 
Pueblo'’s collected intelligence data wag in response to the 
needs of intelligence gathering activities including the 
H6A., not one shred of testimony was taken to support 
Pleming‘s claim that the ship was operating “directly on 
behalf of the Wational Security Agency." If he had sources 
ef information other than the court testimony. these should 
have been mentioned. Furthermore, although Fleming was 
correct in writing that Bucher had littie real knowledge of 
the Pueblo's research center's activities, Bucher never 
testified that he needed Harris’s authorization to enter 
the research spaces. and as has already been pointed out in 
earlier analysis, Bucher tacitly admitted he could have 
availed himself of necessary information from the research 
spaces at any time. 

At another point in the article, Fleming incorrectly 
identified the Pueblo'sa chief engineer, Gene H. Lacy. a8 


“James Lacey. wld 


the Zleventh Day 
Of the few correspondents who wrote & story to 


appear on the day the court resumed open session, Bernard 
Weinraub was the only one who told the reader that the 
first phase of the court had been completed. "*s Weinraub 
correctly reported, the appearance of the first menbers of 





14... ait.. pe 27. 
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65 
the Pueblo crew, Lieutenant Sdward R. Murphy and Lieutenant 
Stephen R. Harris, marked the beginning of the second of 
the three phases the court announced at the cutset of the 
inguiry.?> During this secend phase a number of the 
crewmen Would appear to relate their personal experiences 
in connection with the actual capture of the ship. 

Weinraub correctly said of Harris, on the basis of 
Closed testimony about which the correspondents had been 
briefed, that he was emerging as one of the more dramatic 
figures in the case. To amplify this observation, Weinraub 
reiterated Bucher's testimony that there was a division of 
authority between the skipper and Harris and that senior 
Naval officers in charge of intelligence activities in the 
Pacific area made it known to Bucher that the Pueblo’s 
Yesearch personnel were not workin; for nim. + 

Pinally., Weinraub introduced Rear Admiral George L. 
Cassell. at the time of the incident the Assistant Chief of 
Staff for Operations at Pacific Fleat Coumand headquarters 
(CINCPACFLT), as the first witness who would appear on 
February 4 in open court following a morning session in 
Closed chambers with Hacris. For the court, Cassell’s 
testimony would introduce the Navy's reaction to the 
Pueblo‘s capture. and what if anything had been Gone at 
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66 
senior cowaands to attempt to send aid to the ship on 
January 23, 1969. He was therefore consicgered an important 
witness. Weinraub correctly identified him ae the Deputy 
Commander, Naval Striking and Suppert Forces, Southern 
Europe, a NATO command based in Italy which Cassell joined 
following his duties at CINCPACFLT. 

Barlier, Jack Fox of UPI had announced Casseli'’s 
fortheoming apperrance and misi@entified him and hig cennec~ 
tion with the Pueblo capture by reporting: “Also scheduled 
to testify ... i# Rear Adm. George L. Cassell. at the time 
commander of ‘Strike Force South’ in the Japarese comand 
area. His Navy planes would have been tha ones assigned to 
retaliate if possible. ol? 

In his report of the eleventh day's proceedings, 
Wayne Thomis noted the court’s intense interrogation of 
Cassell in order to datermine why aircraft never were 
launched by units of the Pacific Fleet to aid the Pueblo. )® 
Referring to court president Vice Admiral Harold G. Bowen. 
Thomis incorrectly identified him as "Vica Adm. Frank 
Bowen . .» A ead 

Both Thomis and Julian Hartt mentioned the crucial 


testimony by Caseel] that CINCPACFLT expected the Pueblo to 
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67 
rely primarily upon freedom of the high seas as its shieid 
against severe harassmant by foreign forces, but that the 
Pueblo was expected to defend itself by "whatever means 
available® in the event of an attack. 2° 

Bartt confused the command to which Cassell was 
attached at the time of the incident, CIMCPICFLT., with the 
senior military commander in the Pacific, “CINCPIC,” or 
Commander in Chief, Pacific.*) at the time of the incidant 
that was Admiral U. &. Grant Sharp who would have had to 
authorize any action by units of the Pacific Fleet to 
rescue the ship. 

Cassell testified that Admiral Johnson's command in 
Japan was responsible for insuring the Pueblo had suffi- 
cient equipment on board to handle the destruction of 
Classi fied material. 7? This comment tacitly placed at 
least a part of the blame for the Pueblo’s failure to 
complete destruction before capture on the Commander, Naval 
Forces Japan (COMNAVFORJAPAN). and should have been noted 
in reports of Cassell‘s testimony. Eut, Thomis, Weirnraub, 
and Fox failed to do so. 

The UPI report by Fox also mentioned in passing 
that Stephen Harris had testified in closed seasion before 
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63 
Cassell appeared. However, short as the mention was. it 
etill contained an error. 

Fox wrote, "Lt. Stephen Harris, whose comand was 
such that not even Bucher could enter his section of the 
ship without permission, testified .. == He apparently 
reached this incorrect conclusion on the basis cof Bucher‘s 
testimony that he had to knock at the Coor to the research 
spaces on the day of the attack in order to gain antry 
through the triple~locked combination door. 74 However. the 
testimony never indicated that Bucher would not be admitted 
to the compartment on sight. Moreover, the fact that 
Bucher did not know the combination to the door’s lock had 
no bearing on Fox’s urwarranted aseumption because the 
commanding officer would not have a need to enter the space 
frequently and keeping him advised of a constantly changed 
combination?> would have been an unnecessary administrative 
burden. 


Tha twelfth Day 
In his Sebruary 4 testimony, Lieutenant Harris 
epecifically revealed what had already been generally known 





23 
Sec. I, re 4. 


*4court Record, Vole 2. pe 120. 


*SGeneral security reguiations for Navy ships 
xYequire the changing of combinations to secure |8reas on a 
fregqusnt basis. 
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of the great extent to which classified cocuments had 
fallen into the hands of the North Koreans. Most corre~ 
spondents concentrated their coverage of the day on several 
exucia] pointe in the intelligence officer's story. How- 
ever, Jim Lucas’ coverage appeared to convey the importance 
of both Harris’ and Lieutenant Edward Murphy’s testimony 
better than any of the other correspondents’ reports. 

Lucas correctly seid that Harris rebutted Bucher’s 
Claim that he was unwelcome in the research department by 
noting that their security clearances ware identical, that 
Bucher, as commanding officer, could go wherever he wanted 
aboard the Pueblo, and that he had no esuthority to deny 
Bucher entrance to the research spaces. *° 

Lucas, however, oversimplified Harris’ testiwony 
regarding the delay his men encountered at the outset of 
emergency cestruction efforts in the Pueblo's intelligence 
section. Lucas wrote, “. .. Harris .. . has blaned 
Bucher for a delay in destruction of the mass of secret 


Gata aboard ship.**? 


Rather, Harris testified that 
Bucher’s order to prepare for emergency destruction did not 
accompany an order for all hands to go to general quarters 
(the movement of all hends to pre~designated positions and 


Guties in the event of attack or collision). For that 
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reason, Harrie said, research personnel who were trained to 
conduct the emergency destruction were not in the compart- 
ment to begin the destruction, and a great deal of confu- 
sion and inefficiency resultea. 78 

lacas might have said, more correctly, that 
Bucher’s action did net take into consideration the emer- 
gency Gestruction plan of the research detachment. which 
was predicated on certain personnel xseporting to the 
compartment during general quarters, ané as a result he was 
partially to blama for the initial failure of the édestruc~ 
tion effort. 

Of Murphy's testimony, all the correspondents 
correctly reported his genera) agreement with Bucher con- 
cerning the action of the Pueblo in not resisting capture. 
Baditionally. a11 of the coverage noted Murphy's role as 
the Pueblo's navigator and his unequivocal statement thet 
the Pueblo never violated the North Korean’s claimed 
l2-mile territorial boundary. 

Nowever, none Of the correspondents noted that, 
Gespite the frantic action occurring on the ship during the 
attack, Murphy's actions as the Pueblo'sa executive officer 
seemed conspicuous by their absence. Thus, after he had 
verified the Puablo's position in international waters in 
response to Bucher‘’s demand, Murphy's testimony showed 
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little personal initiative and action on his part to assist 
the commanding officer in his efforts to resolve the 
situation in the Pueble’s favor. 

Similarly, in ali hie previous testimony, Bucher 
had not referred to Lieutenant Murphy’s assistance or 
fulfillment of his duties as executive officer except on a 
very few, non-specific occasions. Even 4 passing familiar~ 
ity with the particularly close relationship that must 
exist between the commanding officer and the executive 
officer of a ship for its efficient operation should have 
warned the correspondents that this kind of relationship 
seemed to be lacking between Bucher and Murphy. Instead, 
all the corresponcents, including those with significant 
military experience, mentioned only that Murphy completely 
corroborated Bucher’s expressed impression of the Pueblo's 
indefensible position. In fact, Kip Cooper, the corre 
spondent perhaps most experienced militarily. reported that 
Murphy said he had 4 very close relationship with Bucher 


without adding any disclaimers whatsoever. 2? 


Tha. Thirtesanth bay 
On February 5 the remaining three comnissioned 


officers of the Pueblo who had not previously testified 
tolé of their experiences before and on the day of the 
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ship's capture. Probably the most significant outcone of 
the Gay’s testimony was the emergence of points of agree~ 
ment and disagreement between it and testimony taken 
earlier from Bucher and Lieutenant Stephen Harris. 

Kip Cooper omitted any mention of the total agree- 
ment of the three officers, Lieutenants junior grace 
Timothy Barris ané Prederick Schumacher and Chief Warrant 
Officer Gene Lacy. with Bucher’s contention that surrender 
ing the Pueblo to the North Koreans was the only rational 
action to be taken under the circumstances of January 23, 
1968. This was an eapecially significant error in view of 
Gooper’s statement early in the earticle that, “Some of 
yesterday's testimony differed from that given by other 


witnesses, «30 


and his numbered listing of the specific 
points of disagreement in testimony, also at the outset of 
his article. 

Similarly. Cooper omitted any mention of tho most 
specific praise of Commander Bucher by his officers which 
they gave in response to direct questions from the court 
asking for an opinion of the command performance of the 
Pueblo‘s skipper. ?2 With these omissions, Cooper's report 


created an impression of controversy and disagreement 
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amongst the ship's officers which was not apparent from the 
testimony. 

On the other hand, Cooper correctly reported soma 
Gigagreement in tastimony which no other correspondent 
included in his February 6 report. Pueblo supply officer 
Timothy Harris said that waighted baga for the disposal of 
classified publications were available through reguiar Navy 
supply channels, >" while Lieutenant Stephen Harris 
eaid he did not have a sufficient number of bags to conduct 
complete destruction. This he said was partly because he 
had to oréer them custom-made at a very high cost arxi 
because none were availeble through the Navy's supply 
ayaten.?? 
examination by Bucher'’s attorney E. Miles Harvey (in behalf 


Cooper also astutely pointed out that. on cross 


of Lieutenant Stephen Harris), Timothy Harria said the bags 
which he knew came aboard in Japan might have been manufac~ 
tured there rather than having been procured through normal 
Navy supply channels. Furthermore, as Cooper reported, 
Harvey noted the weighted bags listed in the Faderal Supply 
Catalog admitted into evidence by the court did not meat 
specifications for disposal of documents above @ secret 
Classification, of which there were many in the Pueblo'’s 


wf 


research spaces. What. Cooper failed to mention about this 
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74 
testimony was that Stephen Harris did not attempt to 
explain this reasoning, if in fact this was his reasoning, 
to the court when he testified the day before. This omis- 
sion by the intelligence officer was especially noticaable 
in the light of Harvey's comments, and should have been 
noted by Cooper as a further element of the disagreement 
between the two officers’ testimony. 

Cooper 2lso reported that Gene Lacy, the ship's 
chief engineer, testified the Pueblo could be steered from 
the angine room in the event her normal steering controls 
in the pilot houge malfunctioned. Bucher. to the contrary, 
made a rather large issue of the ship’s ancient steering 
system, the many failures it suffered prior to the Puebic‘s 
mission, and the crude system of attaching block and tackle 
to the rudder post on the after main deck which would have 
to be employed to steor the ship by hand in an amergency if 
main steering were lest. >> 

Although he missed these important points of dia~ 
agreement along with the other correspondents, Jim Lucas’ 
report questioned the tactical reasoning Bucher had used in 
attempting to evade the Morth Koreans, and also shrewdly 
interpreted the apparent reasoning of the witnesses who 
disagreed with each other in testimony. 





3S court Couxt Bacard. Vol. I. There are rumerous refer~ 
ences to the Pueblo’s steering problems in the first day‘s 
testimony, pages 1-60. 
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Lucas asked the rhetorical question, “Why cid the 
Pueblo stop?." referring to the first time the ship was 
halted by Bucher while still in international waters and 
just after the initial gunfire was received from the North 
Koreans.°° Lucas explained that, at that time, the ship 
was underway and headed out to sea to escape the encircling 
and boarding efforts of the four vessels attacking her. He 
xreiterated Lecy's testimony that damage-control examinations 
of the ship °°. .. showed no damage ... no one had been 
injured, ... no flooding. no damage below the water line 
ove Jara below deck conditions wers/ normal. . 007 
Lueas accurately reported that Bucher then stopped the ship, 
and turned slowly to follow the North Koreans into port. 
because the skipper said he feared for the lives of his 
men, and wanted the Cestruction effort to continue without 
the interruption of gunfire or the possible wounding of men 
conéucting the destruction. Bucher also did not want the 
Puebio disabled ané unable to help hereself in the event 
U. S&S. aircraft arrived. After reversing his courses, and 
following in the wake of the North Koreans, Bucher stopped 
the ship 8 second time. Of this Lucas said, “Unaccountably 
he Gecided at one time to stop and make a ‘personal 
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76 
inepection’ of the progress of destruction, whereupon the 
Herth Koreans opened fire in earnest and Fireman Duane 
Hodges was killed and several others wounded. °° 

lucas’ analysis showed the reader the apparent lack 
ef sound reasoning in Bucher‘’s coupliance with the HMorth 
Koreans’ demand (made by flag signals) to foliow in their 
wake toward Wonsan when the ship had suffered no serious 
Gamage and no crewmen had been injured. Bucher said he 
wanted to reach deeper water to permit throwing classified 
Gocuments overboard. >? At the sase time, however, he was 
trying to present & emall target angle to the Koreans by 
keeping them directly astern of the Pueblo. This maneuver 
had the Pueblo describing a& lazy circle in the water as she 
turned to the right to avoid the much faster Korean sub- 
chaser which was attempting to come alongside. The effect 
wag to turn the Pueblo in the direction of Wonsan, some- 
thing Bucher also wished to avoid doing. So, Bucher stopped 
and, predictably, the gunfire did not resume. But, he did 
net make an inspection of the destruction efforts at that 
time. Nonetheless, Bucher testified he then committed hin- 
self mentally to surrenéering the ship if the destruction 


of classified materiels proved successful. As Lucas 





scimitar, lec. cit. 
3° naval Tegulations that Bucher cited required a 
depth of 100 fsthoms for so-called “deep water deatruction” 
Of classified documents. 
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reported by reiterating Bucher'’s testimony, the skipper 
intended to stall for time to complete destruction while 
heading for Wonsan, but this also took him into North 
Korean territorial waters and away from deeper water where 
Gestruction would have been more easily and rapidly 
accomplished. Lucas stressed the gravity of this crucial 
Gecision by Bucher to follow the North Koreans by quoting 
the testimony of Timothy Harris: “It was at this point 
e « « Harris... told the court... ‘I felt wa had 


surrendered the ship.' n40 


In fact, the actual hoarding of 
the Pueblo did not oceur for another 40 minutes until the 
ship was well within Korean territorial waters. But, as 
Lucas implied. the Pueblo was lost as soon as Bucher 
complied with the first demand of the North Koreana. 

This analysis of the events immediately before 
capture also permitted Lucas quite logically to write that, 
while all witnesses agreed with Bucher that he did not have 
the power to resist the North Korean boarding and seizure, 
their agreement was limited in that it was “. . . based on 
conditions which existed just before the North Koreans 
boarded the Pueblo--when she was well within their terri- 
torial waters. .. _ 


No correspondent at the court previous to Lucas’ 


necessary and conmencable effort ever sought to analyze 
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73 
Bucher’s tactical] rezsening. Yet, the court. in its warning 
to Bucher that he might be at fault in permitting the 
Pueblo to be seized and her personnel to be captured while 
he still had the power to resist, strongly suggested that 
it found little to praise in Bucher’s handling of the ship 
on the day of capture. 

Perhaps, if this kind of analysis had been 
attempted in pross reports shortly after the warning to 
Bucher. some of the public indignation over what thev 
believed was the scapegoating of Bucher by the court could 
have been replaced by @n understanding of the court's 
action against him. 

As to Lucas’ interpretation of the apparent reason- 
ing of the witnesses who disagreed with each other in their 
testimony, Lucas reported, and some spectators to the court 
agreed at the time. “. . . each witness .. . wants to put 


himself in the best possible light. . 42 


However. Lucas 
said, the court was no longer willing to accept their 
testimony at face value and challenged apparent inconsis~ 
tencies in the teatimony whenever they appeared. 

While all the other correspondents pointed out the 
Close questioning of the witnesses by the court, and the 
inherent challenges to their reasoning, they failed to make 


the same qualifications as did Lucas. The effect upon the 
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reader was that he might easily have bpalieved the court was 
badgering ita witnesses and seeking ways to indict Bucher 
ané others as well. 


Zha_Fouxrteanth Day 

Very few errors were committed by the correspondents 
in their coverage of the first testimony by enlisted 
members of the Pueblo's crew and by one of the two civilian 
oceanographers aboard the Pueblo. 

Wayne Thomis began his story with Dunnie R. Tuck's 

testimony that his efforts to use cceanographic gear near 
the bow of the ship were not impeded on the day cf the 
attack because icing was not at #11 severe. and maie the 
Observation that two Pueblo enlisted men testified to only 
& light glaze of ice. This, Thomis was quick to point out, 
contradicted Bucher‘s testimony that the Pueblo’s guns were 
virtually unuseable because of a heavy coating of ice.** 
In iGentifying the other crewman, Thomis incorrectly wrote 
that Wendall Leach wae a Third Claes Signalman, when in 
fact, he had identified himself as “Signalman Firat 
Ciass.°** 

Also, Thomis made no wention in hie article of the 


praise which Bucher’s men gave hin, or their essential 
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agreement with his decision. Therefore, the contraciction 
Thomis cited seemed to take on importance that was not 
evident when the day's proceedings were viewed ag a whole. 
However, Thomis did relate Lee Roy Hayes's comment that 
after the Koreans had come aboard he Observed Bucher 
uncovering the Fueblo’s guns at their demand. The ship's 
radioman said the skipper appeared to be having trouble 
with the gun cover and ice was breaking and flying off, 
though he was unsure of ite thickness. This somewhat lame 
attempt to balance the contradiction also suggested to the 
veader that the gun covers could in fact be removed. and 
Gig little to dispell the contrast created by Thomis’ 
earlier quote of Oceanographar Tuck. that. ""I was working 
alone, but it took me no longer than 5 minutes to get the 
cover off by geax/ ané everything rigged for my {Nensen/ 
east. + **5 

Thomis might more meaningfully have quoted the 
testimony of other of the day's witnesses, as did George 
Wilson, to show the importance of their testimony to the 
issue of the Pueblo's power to resist the North Kerean 
seizure. Wilson pointed out the important testimony of 
Boatswain's Mate First Class Norbert Riepac, ** who **didn’t 
want to receive the line'“ the Morth Koreans tossed to him 





*5ocipung, lec. ait. 
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aa one Of their vessels came alongside the Pueblo to board 


ner, *’ 


and the reporter correctly explained that none of 
the crew made any attempt, under orders or otherwise, to 
resist the boarding. Of this. Wilson correctly wrote: 
The teatimony of Klepac and other enliated men... is 
crucial to the question of whether ... Bucher .. . 
broke regulations in surrendering his ship. 

Jia Lucas made no mention whatsoever of any of the 
above noted testimony. His entire article was devoted 
instead to what he considered the possible emergence of 
Radioman Hayes as ". . . One of the real heroes of the 


Pueblo ... ordeal. . « , 0S 


The Fifteenth Day 

The most important witness to appear on February 7 
was Captain John H. D. Williams, a Wavy security specialist 
from Navy Security headquarters in Washington, D. Cc. His 
testimony dealt with the Pueblo's problems with destruction 
of classified material, and the issue of alternatives for 
Gestruction which were available to a Bavy ship at the time 
of the seizure. 

Ho correspondent missed the crucial fact that 
Williams testified he believed the classified data aboard 
the Pueblo could have been destroyed effectively in one 
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hour in *. . . & maximus all-out effort, °°? 


nor the nota- 
tion that Bucher had almost two hours to do 60. 

However, Jim Lucas apparently filed his report so 
hurriedly after Williams’ testimony in the early part of 
the day that he failed to note a correction to the expert's 
testimony which Willians made expressly for the record and 
through the CIB for the press. Originally, Williams said 
he estimated 2000 pounds of classified decuments were on 
the Pueblo. Later he checked his own records end cown~ 
graded that estimate to 600 pounds. Lucas. however, 
reported only the first estimate. °* 


Julian Hartt. 32 


$3 


the UPI correspondent, Robert 


and Curtis Sitomer”* 


Crabt&e. all mage the same ezror of 
quoting Williams’ first estimate. 

One week later, Tim Tyler's report in cima” showed 
the same error. Furthermore, despite the fact that Tyler 


had a longer period of time to insure the accuracy of his 
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63 
reporting. he incorrectly paraphrased Captain Williams' 
testimony as follows: 

An icy. self-assured officer, Williams made it clear 

that in his opinion Bucher and Harris had all the 

destruction equipment they needed. All that was 

missing was the ingenuity to do tha job. And, he 

indicated. that task in his view was more important 

than saving sailors’ iives.~' 

However, when asked by Bucher’s attorney. E. Miles 

Harvey, if he believed the destruction of classified 
material was more important than saving human life, 
Williams answered only that “top secret” material which 
fell into unfriendly hands poseé “an exceptionally grave 
threat" to the nation’s security. Furthermore. Williams 
elaborated, more was involved than one ship and one ship's 
crew because each ship carried vital information about 
Other ships as well. Finally, he maintained that 
measuring classified destruction against the possible loss 
of human life was a “judgment” which a commanding officer 
would have to make according to the specific circumstances 


at hand.’ 


The Fourth Week 
Analytical reports were written by three of the 
correspondents during the weekend precedim; the opening of 
the fourth week of testimony. These were without error and 





56> 4a. 
*Tcourt Becaxtd, Vol. III. p. $40. 


ee 
kompliGt on qacasoasr 


-— & «@ eeahar Gwe 








enh omer “gana wankgnn as ot “seen 
sake om fee yids ao wuld bovis sow emam sOasmncenle 
sande mulgeenetal Leddy Bmivase qite aes atmeoed we? 
te Panamanian oA vebinnlt tien ae aghte saAee 
went stdinncry alt sedage molrmretenh bethany qhesunene 
satin etsmamaye 9 Galen Poemeaink: (feet Ak SP 








Te valor <i) padiweng Reeteew al? palit, Eseitegnesee 
ee ae Juitte re vam? .qronisees to thew fiysius ufo 


- ae «Ss a, 


ou 


S620 bY oe 






tended to show a considerable amount of ineight as the 
xeportexs became wore and more familiar with their subject. 
In addition to a ceiteration of old testimony and 
court issues. Richard Meyer of the Associatec Press antici- 
pated the end of the court's second phase and tha beginning 
of the third phase of the inquiry. the investigation into 


58 However, in 


the li-month detention of the Puebio’s crew. 
mentioning that the court would recall previous witnesses 
to relate their experiences during imprisonment, Meyer 
failed to inform the reader that the court's attention 
would not shift fully to the detention period for at least 
aweek. Rather. the fourth week would be spent filling in 
gaps in capture testimony and resolving any remaining 


conflicts in the stories of the Pueblo men. 


The Sixteenth Day 

The court concentrated ita attention on the testi- 
mony of four of the Pueblo’s enlisted enginamean during the 
Open morning session on the 16th day. 

The UPI report of the open court proceedings 
incorrectly identified Firat Class Engineman Rushel 


Blensett as “The electrician, Rushel ¢C. Blandsett .. .°°? 
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George Wilson wrote a thorough article recounting 
the testimony of the Pueblo’s enginemen. Ne hegan his 
Feport by writing that their testimony marked the end of 
the court's investigation into the capture phase. Again, 
this announcement was somewhat premature since the court 
would take the rest of the fourth week, in closed and open 
session, to insure that all relevant testimony about the 
capture had been heared. 

Wilson insinuated that the inguiry was an adversary 
proceeding in the second paragraph of his etory when he 
wrotes 

As far as attoxneys for Cmdr. Lloyd M. Bucher of the 
Pueblo is /sia/ concerned, the cefense rests now that 
the skipper and crewmen from above and pone "ene have 
given the court their story of the capture. 

At ne point in his article did Wilson add any 
Gisclaimer to this suggestion that Bucher and his attorneys 
were in the legal position of defending the Pueblo'’s 


commander from prosecution. 


tha Seventeenth Day 

The correspondents extensively reported the 
Pebruary 11 testimony taken from senior enlisted men in the 
Pueblo's research detachment entirely in closed hearings. 
This comprehensive coverage was based upon an unclassified 
release of the testimony made by the CID at the end of the 
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day’s proceedings. 

Although net within the scope of this study, a 
brief reiteration of this coverage is necessary because of 
its importance to the court's findings sbout the Pueblo 
crewmen’s failure to destroy much of her classified docu~ 
ments. 

The testimony of Chief Communication Technician 
James Kell, senior enlisted man in the research detachment. 
was Gamaging to Lieutenant Marria, a fact which every 
correspondent correctly emphasized in his report. Kell 
testified that he ordered the destruction to begin in the 
absence of any order whatsoever from Lieutenant Harris. 
Moreover, Kell said he never received any direction from 
Harris, and the burning of documents ended after 10 or 15 
minutes when some person, Kell did not remember who, 
orcéered it stopped. 

Jim Lucas probably best characterized Kell's 
opinion of Harris, which the technician gave in response to 
a court question, when the reporter wrote that Kell ". .. 
Gismissed Harris with faint praise as ‘an average officer 
e « « nothing outstanding ... nothing naa. #92 

Purthermore, Lucas implied what many of the corre~ 
spondents must have wondered about the effect of the 
testimony upon Harris’ position before the court when the 
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Scripps-Howard reporter wrote, “The commander of the 
autonomous ‘spook’ detachment, Lt. Stephen k. Harris. seems 
to have replaced him Lpuchax/" in the “hot seat. 62 Kore 
to the point. Lucas adced that. while Bucher had been warned 
formally he might have to face court-martial, “te far as is 
known, Harris has not received such a warning. «65 

Kell’s testimony was supported by his co-witness of 
the day. Chief Technician Ralph Bouden, and the day there- 
after six more of the Pueblo‘'s research personnel said 
essentially the same things, of Harris’ failure to initiate 


and Girect the destruction, in closeé hearings. 


The Lighteenth lay 

The court met in a previously unannounced open 
seasion the afternoon of February 13. In a “clean-up” 
session the court questioned Bucher and Kell about their 
previous testimony in the light of testimony iater taken 
from cther Pueblo men. 

Kip Cooper covered all the important parts of the 
testimony, pointing out especially that Bucher insisted the 
Pueblo had hoisted a flag signal protesting the North 
Korean firing on the Pueblo, and indicating that she was in 
international waters. Previously, Signalman Leach had said 
he was unable to translate the message “I am in inter- 


national waters” in the form that Bucher wanted, and 
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83 
therefore had never hoisted that flag signa.°* 

Cooper also listed Bucher'’s testimony about his 
misgivings of Murphy's abilities ag an executive officer, 
something which heretofore had never specifically appeared 
in open testimony. He wrote: 

There were many differences of opinion between Bucher. 
a submarine officer, and Lt. Edward R. Murphy. & 
surface ship officer, the ship's executive officer. 

o « « There was a limit to the responsibility Murphy 
coulé be given because of his lack of experience at 
sea. Murphy required detailed Rotini tions of Bucher'’s 
instruction on what was to be done. 

Cooper correctly reported that Kell raquested to be 
permitted to appear bofore the court again in order to 
explain and clarify his previcus testimony about the 
command ability of Lieutenant Harris. Thus. Kell said that 
what he really meant was that he had not known Harria long 
enough to give an opinion about his qualifications. This 
Cooper reported. °* 

However, Cooper failed to relate the importance of 
the Pueblo‘s sending a flag signal stating she was in 
international waters when she was harassed by the North 
Korean vessels. The UPI reporter correctly covered this 
important reasoning by writing, "Pailure to make the 


signals would allow the North Koreans to argue the Pueblo 
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67 Furthermore, in his 


had been secretive or hostile.” 
testimony. Rear Admiral Cassell had reiterated the part of 
Bucher's written orders which said he was to protest any 
harassment of the Pueblo by first signaling he was in 
international waters, thus incicating he had complete free- 
Gom to maneuver as he pleased so long as he did not endanger 
other ships. °° 

Julian Hartt in his report of the day's proceedings 
omitted any mention of the differences of opinion between 
Bucher and Murphy. and of the important issue of the flag 
hoists the Pueblo usec. °? 

Gimilarly. neither the *?ssociated Press report? 
ner George Wilson's report’ Giscussed the flay hoist iesue. 

Jim Lucas failed to mention Sucher‘'s testimony 
about minor differences of opinion betwaen him and 


murphy. ’? 
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Finally. all the correspondents reported that the 
court would be in recess on February 14 and over the week- 
end to trével to Norfolk. Virginia, to tour the Ws Pala 
Beach. an intelligence ship whose configuration approxi- 
mated that of the Fueble. 





CHAPTER IV 
COURT PHASE Ili - DETENTION 


ihe Fifth Wask 
Some of the San Diego based correspondents took a 
break during the weekend the court members traveled to 
Norfolk, Virginia. Heanwhile, Hast coast correspondents 
followed the tour of the admirals and counsel for Bucher 
and the court as they examined the UG& Falm Reach in order 
to familiarize themselves first~hand with the actual 
configuration of an intelligence collection vessel. 
However, Jack Fox of the UPI wrote a long analytical 
piece which discusseé what he believed were the probable 
effects of Bucher's testimony, and the evicGence that thus 
far had been presented. upon the court's eventual opinion 
regarding his having the power to resist the seizure of the 
Pueblo by the North Koreans. 
Pou‘s recollection of the day of the crew's release 
amd the date of the ship's capture were faulty. He wrote: 
The crew walked across a snowswept bridge to freadom in 
South Korea Dec. 13. They were held captive for 11 


months after the Puebio was seized by North Korean 
gunboats Jan. 23, 1967.2 
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92 
But, testimony had often revealed that the crew was 
released on December 23. 1966. at Panmunjom after il months 
of imprisonment dating from their capture on January 23, 
1968. 
Later in the article, Fox mantioned the public's 
outrage which had been expressec to congressmen and the 
court in letters describing the Navy‘s attempts to “crucify” 


Bucher.” 


Fox attempted to counter that public position by 
writings 
fhe fact is that Bucher is being given every possible 
opportunity to clear his nase and that almost every 
shred of testimony given in public session has bean 
favorable. The questions put by the five Annapolis 
graduates regarding the “Mustang” commander who rose 
from the ranks have been by and iarge sympathetic. The 
criticism so far has been mainly pointed at their own 
Navy and its top echelon.3 
The contradiction in Fox's statement is evident 
upen close examination and shows his analysis was not 
supported by court events or dialog. Thus, if Bucher were 
being given an opportunity to “clear his name" it would 
follow that some evidence presented to the court placed him 
in legal jeopardy. That much wae immediately evident when. 
on the third Gay of the proceedings. Bucher was officially 
warned by the court that he was suspected of violating Navy 
regulations, Articie 0730. Such being the case, it alsc 


follows that. in the opinion of the court, some significant 
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“shred of testimony” made Bucher a guapect. In fact, for 
the court to take so important an action, a good deal more 
than a shred of testimony would have to heve been 
presented. 

At the least, Fox’s reasoning presupposed the 
thinking and final recommendations of the court-~that 
Bucher could not be considered culpable in the loss of the 
Pueblo based upon the evidence before the court. This 
seems similar to a journalist predicting in his reports, 
based upon his opinion of the testimony. that a defendant 
in a punitive proceeding will probably be found innocent of 
the charges against him. Thus. if the reader were to 
believe Fox, an eventual recommendation by the court 
unfavorable to Bucher was almost out of the question. 

in his second comment, Fox apparently borrowed the 
faulty analogy made by George Wilson in an earlier article. 
To reiterate the criticism of that analogy. Bucher did not 
rise from the enlisted ranks to become a commissioned 
officer and eventually a Wavy commander--the traditional 
Gefinition of a mustang. Rather, he completed a tour of 
enlisted service, left the Navy, attended college, ané 
veentered the service through the Reserve Officer Training 
Corps (ROTC) as a commissioned officer. Furthermore, the 
implication that “Annapolis graduates” and a “Ytustang’ 
commander “4 are somehow intrinsically different has no 
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94 
substantive basis. 

Pou's article probably should have been labeled as 
@ news analysis or as an opinion. a matter which may not 
have been apparent to the reader. 

The UPI reporter also omitted mention of the court's 
beginning the third phase of its inguiry, an omission which 
may have obstructed the reader's ability to undersatend that 
the court was shifting its attention to the crew's ll-month 
Getention. 

Julian Bartt aleo omitted any mention of the start 
of the third phase in a story which appeared on the day the 
court resumed open testimony. His article analyzed the 
Navy legend that its chief petty officers. the highest 
enlisted rank in the Naval service, “run the Bavy" by 


5 fn 


virtue of their experience and technical proficiency. 
writing about the “unmistakable mutual respect between the 
golé-braided five (the court members), near the top 
commissioned rank, and the chief petty officers (of the 
Pueblo), holding the highest non-commissioned rank.” Hartt 
Overzealously included Chief Warrant Officer Gene Lacy, the 
Pueblo’s chief engineer, amongst the chief petty officers. 
The rank of chief warrant officer which Lacy held was a 


commissioned rank. 
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The Nineteeath Lay 

Lieutenant Edward R. Murphy was the only witness to 
appear in open court on February 17. The important issues 
in his testimony were his comments concerning his differ- 
ences of opinion with Bucher. his estimation of the applic~ 
ability of the Code of Conduct to the Pueblo crewmen's 
situation, and his admission that he had in fact violated 
the tenets of the code in his behavior while in captivity. ° 

Richard Meyer of the Associated Press made no 
mention whatsoever of the testimony regarding the differ~ 
ences of opinion between Bucher and Murphy. the Fueblo’s 
executive officer.’ Briefly. Murphy had agreed with 
Bucher's earlier testimony that these differences were 
“occasional professional differences of opinion" created 
because of “different backgrounds” and were “easily settled 
by the captain ceciding after I made my recommendations. «8 

Wayne Thomis also failed to mention Murphy's 
testimony concerning his minor differences of opinion with 


9 


Bucher, and omitted the executive officer’s estimation 


that the code had only limited application: 





“court Aecard. Vol. III. pp. 656-714. 


- 7pacine Joucnal Times, February 18, 1969, Sec. It, 
pe 4B. 


Scourt Record, CR. RAL... we 693. 
*chicage txinbune, February 18. 1969, Sec. I. p. 4. 
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96 
I think that the underlying principle--loyalty to one’s 
government (does apply). .. . however .. . the state 
of the art has changed ... we now have a psychologi- 
cal warfare environment and I think that the Code of 
—— Goes not apply itself well in that environ- 
Similarly, George Wileon, in an otherwise accurate 
axticle, faileé to mention Murphy's testimony about his 
differences of opinion with Bucher./+ 
Kip Cooper missed weet of the inportant issues in 
the testimony in his articie.1* we tailed to bring out 
Murphy‘’s estimation of the inapplicability of the code, or 
of his differences of opinion with Bucher. He also failed 
to inform the reader that the court hac entered the third 
phase of its investigation. Cooper did. however, minutaly 
detail the actual incidents of brutality and the atmoaphere 
of captivity revealed by Murphy's testimony which resulted 
in his breaking the tenete of the code. 
Robert Crabbe, the UPI correspondent, aleo failed 
to mention the teatimony regarding differences of opinion 
between the two Pueblo officers, and dic not inform the 


reader that the third phase of the inquiry had wegun.* 3 





10 pour Racernd. Op. Git... p. 714. 


line Washington Pest. February 18, 1969, Sec. I, 
p. Al. 


125m Diego Undgn, February 18, 1969. Sec. I, p. 1. 


1 Syemphin Commercial Appeal. February 18, 1969, 
Sec. I, p. 6G. 
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97 
In contrast, Bernard Weinreub’s article was more 
thorough and accurate.'* He showed the reader the impor- 
tance of the differences of opinion hetween Bucher and 


Murphy especially well: 
During his four hours of testimony . . . Murphy faced 
the assistant counsel .. . and the five admirals 
sitting nearby but rarely turned to Commanéer Bucher. 
who gat four feet away from the executive officer. 
- « » Bucher said iast Thursday that he had had 
"differences of opinion” with .. . Murphy “because of 
his limited experience” and the different pechgrounds 
of the skipper and the executive officer.} 

However, Weinraub then incorrectly described Bucher 
as @ “former enlisted man who rose through the ranks” and 
spent years in submarine training, and thereby mate an 
effort to contrast this backcround with Murphy's entering 
the surface ship forces after attending Naval Officer 
Candidate School (CCS) in Rhode Igland. Save for @ 
possible difference in viewpoints between a submarine 
officer and a surface officer, there is no substantive 
basis for @ contrast between Bucher, an ROTC trained 
officer, and Murphy. an OCS graduate. 

Jim Lucas, in his report. related Murphy's testi~ 
mony about the crew's attempt to build a crystal radic set 
while in captivity, and the instrumentality of Lee Roy 


Hayes in this effort. Sowever, Lucas incorrectly 





14.0 New York Times, February 18. 1969, Sec. I. 
Pe 2. 
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identified the Second Class Radioman, Hayes, as a 
signalman. © 
Lucas also failed to inform the reader of the start 
of the third phase of the inquiry. but in a very concise 
way he notified the reader of the apparent differences of 
opinion between Bucher anc Murphys 
Murphy spoke well of Bucher, but not as glowingly as 
other crewmen have. It has become obvious there were 
strained feelings between Bucher and his No. 2 man.17 
In fact. despite the efforts of £. Miles Harvey to 
extract from Murphy some eye-witness testimony of Bucher's 
efforts to mock the North Koreans during captivity. the 
executive officer effectively subverted any attempt to co 
so. Furthermore, when asked by Harvey for hie opinion of 
Bucher’s performance and leadership during captivity, 
Murphy said only, “I think under the circumstances he did 
his job as well as any other commanding officer could be 
expected to do. «18 
Curtis Sitomer omitted any mention of Murphy's 
testimony regarding his cifferences of cpinion with Bucher. 
He also failed to relate Murphy's estimation of the Limited 
applicability of the code to a psycholicgical war fare 


environment. Moreover, in reference to the amount of 





il 1S vemphis Presa Scimitar. February 18, 1969, Sec. I, 
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Classified documents the Pueblo was carrying, Sitomer 
referred to Captain Williams’ testimony of *2600 pounds, ” 


not to his later corrected estimate of 600 pounds.?? 


The Twentieth Day 

Gpen court testimony on February 18 oecurred oniy 
Guring the afternoon session, and included testimony by the 
Pueblo's operation officer, Lieutenant Pracerick Schumacher. 
and her supply officer, Lieutenant junior grade Timothy 
Harris. 

The most important comments included Schumacher's 
testimony that the initial departure from the Geneva 
Convention by all the Pueblo officers tock place the day 
after their capture. ach, he said, freely admitted his 
job on the ship to lend credence to the cover story that 
the Pueblo was conducting oceanographic and electro~ 
magnetic research, and therefore departed from the Geneva 
Convention and the Code of Conduct by giving more than 
naze, rank, serial number end date of birth. Furthermore. 
Schumacher said he eventually compiied with Herth Korean 
Gemands for a confession after being beaten severely, after 
seeing that the North Koreans held a complete copy of the 
Pueblo’s mission report, and after deciding they could 





. Wencistian Science Monitor, Fabruary 19, 1969, 
p- 5. 
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extract from him any confession they so Gesirea. 7° 

Equally important was Schumecher’s estimate that 
the code could not really be applied to the Pueblo sen 
because they were captured with their comand and all its 
Classified records virtually intact. ** 

Very few errors wera committed by the correspond- 
ents in their coverage of the cay's proceedings. Generally, 
reports concentrated on Schumacher’s testimony because his 
comments Were in the majority. as Harris had just begun 
testifying when the court recessed for the day. 

Jim Lucas made the only significant error when he 
incorrectly reported that, “Of all the captured crewmen. 
Schumacher broke firet."** Rather, as hed frequently been 
testified to in earlier testimony, the North Koreans 
concentrated on and succeeded in extracting « confession 
from Bucher just shortly before succeeding with Schumacher. 

At a later point in the article Lucas incorrectly 
attributed a court question of Schuracher about what he 
considered to be the greatest psychological pressure he 
endured Curing captivity. Although Lucas said Admiral 
Bowen had asked the question, in fact, court counsel 


Captain Newsome asked the gquestien to which Schumacher 





20-ourt ganexd, Vol. II, pp. 715-751. 
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Mountain (Denver) Hews, February 19, 1969. 
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responéeé, “Fear. I think fear is the best answer. Fear cf 
the unknown. «23 


The twenty-lireat Dey 

Timothy Harris returnec to the stand on February 19 
and proceeded to vividly describe his hatred for his 
captors, hie suicide attempt, and his departure from the 
Code of Conduct after severe beatings and after having been 
shown Pueblo documents which iacluded most of the informa- 
tion his captors demanded he admit to in a signed 
confession. Gene Lacy followed Harris to the witness chair 
and expressed the doubts, which apparentiy many of the 
crewmen had, that the Geneva Convention and the Code of 
Conduct completely applied to their case since the United 
States and North Korea were not at war. He was followed by 
Lieutenant Stephen Harris who revealed, along with Lacy. 
that one reason for the Pueblo officers agreeing to sign 
confessions was in the hope that it would satisfy the Morth 
Koreans and prevent a concerted attempt to digcover secret 
information concerning the intelligence activities many of 
the Pueblo men had been connected with apart from their 
last mission on the Pueblo. In addition. Harris expressed 
genuina surprise that the North Koreans never ssemai to 
xrealize the importance of his position as the chief intel- 
ligence officer on the Pueblo, nor the gravity of the 
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*3 court Racord, Vol. Ill, p. 722. 
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information contained in confiscated secret documents which 
they showed him. Therefore. he said, he readily agreed to 
the relatively low-level of sensitive information tha North 
Koreans included in written confessions, while attempting 
to include spurious information such as his reporting to 
"Maxwell Smart" (a television character), in order to 
protect far moxe important information. 24 

All of the correspondents reporting the hal f-dey of 
open testimony included these important elements in their 


copy and made no significant errors. 


The —Twenty-secood Day 

What had already been discussed by the Pueblo 
officers the day before was slaboratedc upon in testimony by 
five senior enlisted Pueblo crew members on February 20. 
While their comments covered the entirety of the 1] months 
of imprisonment, the primary points of their teatimony were: 
the fear of death and futility of withstanding endless 
torture which caused the men to depart from the code and 
make confessions anc write letters to the President and 
other influential imericans asking for a JU. 8. apology to 
Borth Korea; their efforts to include hidden messages to 
the outside world in letters and confeasions thay wers 
forced to write; the command structure which held the men 
together, under the direction of Bucher. throughout the 





eouct Bacorc., Vol. IV. pp. 767-814. 
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imprizonment; and the almost unbelievable brutality which 
the Koreans meted out to accomplish their ends. In partic- 
ular, Charles Law testified he was convinced the code could 
not apply to the Pueblo crew, captured with its records and 
the service records of the crewmen virtually intact, as it 
would to a foot soldier captured in the field with only his 
pack and dog tags. = 

Without exception the correspondents concentrated 
their reports upon the reasoning behind each man's departure 
from the tenets of the code. the crew's cesire, to a man, 
for armed retaliation by the United States against North 
Korea Geapite the prebable lose of their own lives, and the 
torture each man had endured. 

Probably, the mood of the correspondents after hour 
upon hour cf vivid tales of torture was best expressed by 
Jim Lucas in his report of the day's testimony: 

In the end, the North Koreans also broke under the 
strain, reduced to impotent rage by the Americans they 
had forced to grovel before them. All along, their 
Noxth Korean captors learned toward the end, the 
Pmoricans had been laughing et them, lying to them. 
pacodying them. aping them, messing up their propaganda 
pictures with obscene gestures. So, Guring a fiendish 
“hell week” in which Hayes’ jaw was broken and every 
man among them beaten unmmercifully, the enemy tried to 
pay them back. Pinally., they sent them home, this band 
of young Americans who could not~~legally--quite 


Geliver what their country asked of them, but who clung 
to each other and survived. 26 





2Scourt Record, Vol. IV. pp. 915-888. 
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The similarity of the testimony and the ewoticnal 
involvement of many of the correspondents appeared to have 
played an important part in the laudable accuracy with 
which they reported the day's testimony, two-thirds of 
which was in open session. 

At this point in the proceedings Wayne Thomis, the 
Chicago Tribune correspondent, believed that. “For ail 
practical purposes the inquiry was over by February 21, 
1969,° and therefore returned to his Chicago office. *’ 
Thereafter, the Tribune reported the last two weeks of the 
court only infrequently with AP and UPI stories. 

At the end of the day's proceedings the court 
recessed, in honor of Washington's Birthday, to resume 
testimony on Pebruary 24. 


The Sixth tek 

Shortly after the recess was called on February 20, 
Captain William Newsome called a surprise news conference 
at the Pueblo CIB. He announced the court's latest inten- 
tion to call every crewmember to testify before the court. 
The announcement met with some amazement On the part of the 
correspondents in view of the court counsel's estimate, at 
the cutset of tha inguiry, that only those members of the 
crew whose experiences had a direct hearing on the capture 
anc important elements of the period of imprisonment would 





2T etter to the author dated November 19, 1970. 
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105 
be called to give testimony. 

Most of the leng-weekend news reports discussed 
this latest procedural change by the court. But, George 
Wilson wrote the most thorough report of Neweome’s press 
conference and made an attempt to interprat the reasons for 
the change. Wilson opened his story with a succinct para- 
phrase of Newsome's comments: 

The Navy. in a reversal of opinion, has decided the 
American fighting man's code of conduct applies to the 
Pueblo crewmen after 411. 

The application, as Newsome announced and Wilson 
veported, would not be from a punitive standpoint since 
Newsome believed the code,". . . like the Ten Commandments, “ 
could be violated “spiritually” but not "punitiveiy. «29 

Wilson did a superb job of measuring Newsome'sa 
commente against the questions asked by the court of each 
of the witnesses during the previous week of the detention 
Phase. The court, Wilson explained, seemed concerned with 
the previous training each Pueblo man had had in the code 
and its application to hig military life, how each inter 
preted the code in his own mind, and what had brought him 


to violate the code during his captivity.?° 





28,6 Washington Roast. February 22. 1969, Sec. I. 
p. M. 


22 ooinion expressed by Captain William Rk. Newsome, 
JaGC, USN, in a press conference at the Naval amphibious 
Base, Coronaéo, California, February 20, 1969. 


30se Post. loc. cit. 
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Against this surmise, Wilson played BNewsome'’s 
comments that the Pueblo inquiry served as an excellent 
vehicle for appraising the code and recommending changes to 
it. if any. But Wilson in his report also recalled 
Newsome’s opinion expressed on January 133: 


o « « the Code of Conduct is inapplicable in this 
present situation. We have had an opinion that the 
crew members on the Pueblo were not prisoners of war; 
they were illegally detained. .. . when we don't have 
prisoners of war, we a have the application of the 
Code of Conduct. ... 


That opinion, Hewsome explained on January 13, had 
come from the Navy's judge advocate general, a fact which 
Wilson noted in his February 22 story. Against this Wilaon 
quoted Mewsome's relevant cosments of February 25: 


It has become obvious that the Code of Coréuct is 
applicable in this situation. First of all, because 
the understanding of the people themselves, and second 
of all, becaues of certain @ which transpired 
aboard the ship at the time of its capture. .. . One 
of the tasks of the court is to examine that code and 
see whether or not it meets our present needs. ... I 
think we have an excellent vehicle for doing that right 
WOW 2 ce 


Of this change of court position, Wileon reported: 


Liewaone/ would not say who or what reversed his 
earlier opinion that the code did not apply to the 
Pueblo men. ... fa/ does not set policy for the 
Court of Inquiry but acte as ite hired legal hand. 
Vice Adm. Harold G. Bowen, Jr., president of the court, 
and his four fellow admirals on the court obvicusly 
Gecided to focus on the code. 


Wilson’s assumption that Vice Admiral Bowen and his 





3lopinion expressed by Captain William R. Newsome, 
Oe cit.. January 13, 1969. 
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fellow court members hed “. . . obviously decided to focus 
on the code" and his inference that the admirals had 
reached the decision totally on their own advisement was in 
error. In fact, the court had changed ita position with 
regard to the code in xseaponse to cirections from Navy JPG 
officials in Washington. 

Newsome 's ceasoning, no doubt, was a reflection of 
the reasoning Navy JAG had used to reach its latest opinion. 
As Wileon reported, the situation on board the Pueblo to 
which Newsome referred was the warning to her crewmen, 
announced by Chief Warrant Officer Lacy over the Ship's 
loudspeaker, that they should give only their name, rank, 
seria) number and date cf birth to the North Koreans. This 
warning just before capture, coupled with the crewnen’s 
understanding of the code as expressed to the court, mace 
the admittedly moral guide a real factor in the Pueblo 
men’s thinking during their captivity. On this basis, 
apparently. Navy J2G considerec the code to be in affect 
even though Borth Korea and the United States were not at 
war. 

This consideration was well illustrated by Robert 
Crabbe of the UPI in his analysis of Newsome’s press 


conferance: 


« « « Mewsome indicated Thursday that the code issued 
in 1955 was a “moral statement" ané that as such was 
binding on the crewmen. 32 





32 yi econain State dournal. February 22, 1969, 
Sec. I, pe 12. 
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Crabbe went on to quote Newsome as follows; 
“I @o believe that as a moral code, the members of the 
Pueblo’s craw heve indicated they felt they were bound 
violated it'of their own free will."33 
Another important consideration which weighed in 
the minés of military officials was the possibly detri- 
mental effect of Cceclaring the code inapplicable to the 
Pueblo men because North Korea and the United States were 
not at war, while other American men were still prisoners 
in Morth Vietnam--a country we were not officially at war 
with either. Those who saw the similarity between the 
Pueblo men and the American prisoners in North Vietnam 
suggested the North Vietnamese would capitalize on the 
Geclaration of the code‘s inapplicability to non-POWs. 
This, the proponents cf applying the code in the Pueblo 
circumstance argued, undoubtedly would be made known to the 
americans by their North Vietnamese captors. The result, 
it was believed by many, would be the rapid deterioration 
Of morale and the loss of the moral basis of the code which 
might be sustaining the American prisoners in North Vietnam. 
Mone of the correspondents mentioned this consider~ 
ation. Similarly, none of the correspondents surmised in 
their reports that this most significant shift in the 
ecourt’s application of the code to the Pueblo men was due 
to a high-level Gecision in Washington. Of all the 
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correspondents, only Crabbe and Wilson devoted a story to 
Mewsome’s announcement and provided the reader with an 
indication of the importance of the court’s shift of 
opinion. 


The Twenty-third Through the 
Twenty-aeventh Daya 


During four open days of testimony in the sixth 
week of court hearings, 34 enlisted Pusblo crewman and one 
of her civilian oceanegraphers appeared to testify. The 
reason for their appearances, aside from the fact that the 
court wished to examine each man's specific reasons for his 
interpretation of the Code of Conduct and whether or not he 
believed he departed fros it during captivity, was as 
Captain Newsome put it, to allow each man to tell his own 
story if that was his desire. °* 

To determine that desire and to meet the needs of 
the inquiry. Newsome intexsviewed each crewman privately 
before sach session began in order to decide if the man‘s 
Gesire to testify was warranted and if his experiences 
would adé any new information to that which the court had 
already ascertained. Privately, the court also wanted to 
insure that no Pueblo crewmember, after the proceedings 
were completed, would be able to say he was mot given an 





oni nion expressed by Captain Newsome, loc. cit. 
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opportunity to tell his story.>” 

The similarity of testimony by each of the men and 
the familiarity the correspondents hac gained from earlier 
witnesses presumably prevented many errors from appearing 
in the reperters' copy. In general, the reports ware 
filled with the agony and torture each man had endured 
Guring his captivity. 

Julian Hartt, however, broke perhaps the most 
interesting story of the week in a Pebruary 25 dispatch. 
From earlier testimony by Bucher, Hartt noted that, when 
asked if he believed the North Korean attack by two sub- 
chasers, four PT boats and two MIG aircraft was controlled 
and coordinated by one commander, Bucher had replied in the 
affirmative. Axmed with this previous testimony, amd the 
copies of the Pueblo messages received in Japan before the 
ship was boarded which had been distributed to the corre~ 
spontéents by the CIB, Hartt drew some interesting and 
correct conclusions. The messages showec that the Pueblo 
was anticipating certain of the North Korean actions. Thus, 
the Pueblo radioed Japan, “They plan to open fire on us 
now," and “We are geing to be bearded now," before either 
of these events actually occurred. Hartt added this infor- 
mation to the testimony by Bucher that he had two inter- 
preters aboard who were tuned into the Kereans’ tactical 
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zaéio circuits to intercept any transmissions relating to 
tha Pueblo. *© 
court testimony in this area was cut short by Newsome on 


Ags Bartt correctly reported, Bucher’s open 


the advice of a security aivisor seated beside hin. 
Furthermore, Hartt reported he was undbie to learn who were 
the two interpreters. ~’ 

Kip Cooper, in a Februery 26 report of the 23d day 
of testimony, incorrectly attributed a statement by one of 
the crewmen that he had declared to a North Korean officer 
how outdated the Coumunist Manifesto being used to indoc- 
trinate the Pueblo men appeared. Cooper said this teati~ 
mony was proffered by Rushel Blaneett. when in fact 
Comeunications Technician Donald R. Peppard hai made the 
staterent. 7? 

On February 26, the Scrippe-Howard correspordent. 
Jim Lucas, collapsed in the courtroom during the proceed- 
ings. He was taken by ambulance to a local hospitel and 
did not reaume coverage of the inquiry until March 2. 

Robert Crabbe, in a February 27 UPI dispatch. had 
eccasion to refer to eaxclier testimony by the Puebloa’s 
supply officer. Lieutenant junior grade Timothy Harris. in 
reporting those of the ship who had attempted suicide 
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during captivity. However, Crabbe incorrectly identified 
the supply officer as Timothy Harrison. 36 

in 4 February 28 report Curtis Sitomer reassessed 
the questions before the court which he believed still were 
not satisfactorily reselvec by testimony. One of these. he 
wrote, was Whether the Pueblo crew had done all it could to 
destroy classified material before capture. Referring to 
Captain Williams’ testimony about a theoretical all-out 
maximum effort, Sitomer reported Williams had maintained 
the crew could “. . . jettison and destroy her ton of 


Classified cargo in an hour. **° 


However, a% already noted, 
Williams later the same day downgraded his estimate of the 
Pueblo’s classified docuwsant allowance to 600 pounds. 

On the same day, Hartt reiterated from testimony 
the Pueblo men’s experiences during September 1968 during 
captivity when they were ushered by guards. one at a time, 
to the “Gypsy Tea Room,“ a plain room in the prison 
compound so~nameé by the crewman. There they ware offered 
good food anc alcoholic beverayes and interviewed by North 
Korean civilians who apparently were attempting to 
proselytize them to Korean communism. Though most of the 
testimony Centered around questions askec of them by North 
Korean men dressed in civilian clothing. Hartt over- 
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Gramatized several slight references to Korean women who 
were in the room to serve the food and drinks. Thus 
Bartt's lead paragraphs read: 

it was disclosed ... for the first time that kimono~ 

Clad Korean girls were employed in the “gypsy tea room” 

where USS Pueblo crewmen were taken one at a time in an 

attempt to proselyte them. Testimony . .. indicated 

the girls only served cookies, candy, beer and a rice 

liquor, and did not offer themselves.41 
Hartt's enjoinder that the “girls,” who according to testi~ 
mony were not at all young or pretty to look at, did not 
prostitute themselves before the men probably did little to 
dispel the sensational effect upon the reader of the jeaad 
or the headline, “'Gypsy Tea Room’ Girls Served Pueblo 
Men. “*? 
“Cookies. Candiesr and Baer.” in smaller. less-prominent 
type face, did not erase the innuendo within the headline. 


Similarly, the siugline above the headline, 


Furthermore, the loose, wide~sileeved, floor-length 
kimono is indigenous to Japan, not to North Korea. The 
contrast between Hartt’s description of the women and 
Bernard Weinraub's description is obvious upon comparison: 

Women in shoulder-to~ankle dresses sometimes offered 
cookies, beer and wine. .. . Two or three Korean 


civilians stood beside the American(s) and asked 
questions. 43 





41 oe Angeles Times, February 28, 1969, Sec. I, 


p- 3. 
42 44. 
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-oah (beet ent} etddbe Steerune! edti setts Sur Uhh . com? egrs 
eset elit eet WS aero 
we «0nGe em Sr ser eee OF ectenypites of cout? 
we cmiow wie to cOLr@toneet 8 7Pa meeeyed suer90ED 
OGL Qa GBeo UNO 8! eOtdel ree 2) aotrele Orie 


2 nt AEG UE ytd samt eatoned soc!” _— 


aa - -- 
1 —4 2 ments Raat. wey er? 





114 
Moreover, Weinraub’s description appeared deep 
within his copy, which was headlined more sensibly and 
accurately, “Pueblo Crewmen Recount Horth Korean Attempts 
to Probe and Befriend Thea in ‘Gypsy Tea Room. onAf 


The Seventh daa 

Again, during the seventh week, four days of open 
testimony were taken by the court. Witnesses included i2 
more enlisted crewmen, the remaining civilian oceanographer, 
ang a Navy legal expert in international] law. 

Weekend news reports by the correspondents were few 
in number. Those which appeared on March 1 discussed the 
27th day of testimony without significant error, and in 
passing most mentioned that about two weeks remained before 
the inguiry would conclude the taking of testimony. 

On March 2 an article by George Wilson appeared 
which expanced upon Julian Hartt's report regarding the 
Korean~language interpreters aboard the Pueblo. Wilson 
correctly determined from the open-court evidence that the 
ship’s research detachment was better geared to handling 
Russian intelligence gathering, and rather poorly adapted 
anc prepared to eavesdrop on North Korean activities. In 
fact, as Wilson pointed out, the Pueblo's two-pact mission 
Plan made the monitoring of Russian naval unit activity in 


the Tsushima Straits a more important element cf the ship's 
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final mission than her activities along the North Korean 
coast. Also, Grawing upon an unidentified source of infor- 
mation, Wilson correctly named the two Marine corps 
sergeants in the research detachment as the Korean~language 
interpreters. However, he incorrectly named Sergeant 
Robert Hammond as Sergeant Hammon at several points in the 
article. *° 

Bernard Weinraub also reiterated previous testimony 
before the court to show that, as his article maintainad, 
the Pueblo’s main task was to survey the Russians‘ 
activities. The important point in Weinraub‘s story, as in 
Wilson's report, was that the lack of preparedness of the 
research group fer Nerth Korean eavesdropping contributed 
to the Pueblo’s unpreparedness for the eventual attack. *° 
However, Wilson better substantiated this claim by informing 
the reader correctly that the Pueblo’s interpreters were 
barely fluent in Korean, and therefore probably could not 
translate any intercepted tactical messages quickly enough 
to be of great use to Bucher Guring the attack. As Wilson 
reported, and Weinraub did not. "Fluency might have mace a 
61 fference. **’ 


But Weinraub compounded his error at another point 
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in the article by writing: 

Since most of the crewmen were unaware of the ship’s 
intelligence mission~--they had only been told that the 
Pueblo was engaged in “oceanographic research"~-~-there 
appears to have been considerable confusion in the 
feverish efforts to burn and scuttle the 600 pounds of 
secret papers on the ship. 

In fact. the great majority of the crewmen given 
the task of destroying classified documents were research 
personnel. Each of these men knew exactly what the 
Pueblo’s mission involved since they were the personnel 
responsible for the gathering of intelligence information. 
Those few of the Pueblo’s navigaticnal, comnunications and 
aiministrative personnel who assisted in the attempted 
Gestruction, while not privy to the exact nature of tha 
Pueblo’s mission, were only assisting destruction fron 
outside the research compartments. Thus, they were 
receiving bags of classified material and feeding waste- 
basket fires with documents received from the technicians 
within the compartment. Weinraub should have recalled 
these facts which were frequently revealed in open~court 
testimony, because they clearly showed that a lack of 
knowleége on the part of the Pueblo's deck~force personnel 
could not have contributed to confusion on the part of the 


informed personnel] directing the attested destruction. 
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The Twanty-eighth Taraugh the 
Thirtynesand Daya 


No great surprises occurred in any of the testimony 
of the seventh week. In reporting the reiteration of 
@iready known facts and events by the witnesses, the corre~ 
spondédents made no significant errors. Purthermore, all the 
reporters handled the testimony by Ceptain John R. Brock, 
regerding North Korea‘e violation of international laws of 


the high seas in seizing the Pueblo. in an accurate manner. 


the Cighth Week 

During the weekend preceding the eighth and final 
week of hearings, the court members traveled to Hawaii to 
confer with the authority who had convened the court, 
a@miral John J. Hylanc, then Commander of the Navy's 
Pacific Fleet. 

Mews reports anticipating the last week of hearings 
drew upon a short announcement by court president, Vice 
Acmiral Bowen, that former Military Armistice Commission 
(Panmunjom) negotiator, Vice Admiral John Victor Smith, 
would testify on March 10. Bowen also announced, and the 
Press generally reported, that Bucher would return to the 
stan¢é in a final appearance at his own request. Further- 
more, it was announced that one of Bucher's former 
commanding officers, Commander Peter Block, would be called 
to testify as a witness for the Pueblo skipper following 


Bucher’s last statements to the court. 
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Julian Hartt mentioned all] of these procedural 
Getaiis in his report appearing March 8. At the same time. 
he briefly surveyed the testimony taken by the court in 
closed session on March 7. One of the witnesses at that 
session, Hartt correctly reported, was Captain John &trane, 
the head of the Navy's SERE (Survival, Evasion, Resistance, 
Escape) Training program. Although Hartt did not report 
it, Strane discussed the training program, designed to 
Prepare Navy personnel for possible capture by an enemy 
force, and its relation to the situations the Pueblo men 
faced curing their imprisonment. Hartt mentioned the 
training program in passing and then wrote that it was one 
“which none of the Pueblo crewmen apparently nea. “49 
However, he had previously reported the teatimony of 
Communications Technician Don £. Bailey on February 28, 
ane while Hartt did not include it in his rapert at that 
time, Bailey gave a considerable amount of testimony 
regarding the SERE training he had received and how it had 
helped him during his ceptivity.°° 

Another witness appearing in the March 7 closed 
session was Communications Technician Angelo Strano. His 
comments Were raported by Bernard Weinra@ub from an 
unclassified summary released by the CIB. While otherwise 
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accurate, Weinraub's report at one point referred to Petty 


Officer Strano as Private Strano. 51 


The Thirty-third Throwh the 
Thicty-—feurth Daya 


All of the correspondents accurately described the 
testimony of Admiral Smith who appeared in the morning 
session of the 33rd day. Called by £. Miles Harvey, 
Admiral] Smith related his feelings and experiences as chief 
negotiator at Parmunjom in attempting to secure the release 
of the Pueblo crew during thse two wonths he served there 
after her capture and before being reassignec as Cansaender 
of the Pacific Amphibious Forces. 

Following Admiral Smith, Commander Block testified 
in Bucher’s behalf. His testimony was accurately reported 
by the corresponcerts. 

During the afternoon session of March 10, Bucher 
began his final remarks to the court. Among his comments 
Bucher specifically praised most of his crewmen, singling 
them out by name for their bravery and valor or for their 
constant efforts to befuddle and cenfuse the Horth Koreans. 
Of these remarks. Only Bernard Weinraub reported the 
significant absence of Lieutenant Murphy's name from either 
ef the lists which Bucher read. Weinraub further correctly 
noted the obviousness of this fact to those in the 
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courtroom by also reporting that Lieutenant Stephen Harris‘ 
name did appear on one list, even though he and Bucher nad 
some disagreements in the use of the research personnel for 
ship exercises.”* 

On March 11. the 34th Gay cf testimony recorded by 
the court. Bucher continued hie final statement to the 
admirals. Interspersed with his comments ané following his 
remarks, the court recalled numerous areas which had 
previously been revealed by questions as a matter of 
interest to the court. The questions asked on March il, 
sometimes in contrast to other sessions, were sharp and to 
the point. However, Robert Crabbe of the UPI overdramatized 
the crispness of the questions in his report of the day's 
proceedings when he wrote: 

Pive admirale who could recommend @ court-martial for 
- « e Lloyd Bucher barraged hiw Tuesday with hostile 
questions about losing his ship without a fight.53 

Most of the correspondents referred to the direct~ 
nees of the court’s questions to Bucher. but none reported 
thea to be hostile. 

On March 12 the court was in open sassion only long 
enough to take testimony from Captain Albert Giorgis of the 
Bavy’s Ship Systems Command whose comments centered around 
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his estimate that the Pueblo could have been scuttled in 
about an hour by a@ properly traineé crew. However, he also 
noted that studies were not initiated to determine this 
until after the Pueble had been seined.°* 

Curtis Sitomer filed reports covering the open 
seasionsa of the eighth week, and in each referred to the 
fact that the court was still concerned with the Pueblo‘'s 
attempts to conduct emergency destruction. In reporting 
this concern, Sitomer commented incorrectly without excep- 
tion in each report that the Pueblo had an estimated “%2000 
pounds" of classified Gocuments. >> 

On March 13, following remarke by Commander bucher 
ané a closing statement by his attorney, E. Miles Harvey, 
the court was closed by its president, Vice Admiral 
Harold G. Bowen, Jr., at 39355 in the morning. 

Reports of the court's last open session were 


completely accurate. 





S4court Record, Vol. VIII. pp. 1847-1855. 


*Schristian Science Monitor, March 13, 1569, 
Sec. I. p. 7. anc March 14. 1969, Sec. I, p. 14. 
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The effort to measure the emphesis the correspond 
ents placed upon particular court events and testimony in 
each day‘s coverage of the inquiry utilized 311 of the 333 
news stories and eight of the eleven publications incluced 
in this study. Within thia field of data, nine of the 12 
correspondents appeared. 

Excluded from the measurement cf emphasis were the 
five Sewmwerk, and four Time articles which were published 
Guring the period the court was in seseion. These ware 
considered to be too few in number and too inclusive in 
content to compare accurately with corresponding newspaper 
veports of the same dates. 

Furthermore, the reports of the UPI correspondents, 
Jack Fox and Robert Crabbe, were not specifically identi-~ 
fied by author. Rather, the total UPT effort has been 
identified in Table 1 only by wire service name. It was 
established by separate corresponéence that Fox reported 
the court from its beginning until February 16, when he was 
teplaced by Crabbe. who covered the remaining sessions of 
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the eourt.> 


However. in each reporter's case, the number 
of stories in which each participated individually was too 
email to yield accurate measurement. 

While the other news stories in the measurement 
were also identified only by wire service or publication 
name, in every case the news reports by the member corre~ 
spondent selected for this study were the only ones used. 

Wayne Thomis of the Chicago Tribune was 4lso 
excluded from the listings in Table 1 after it was ceter- 
mined that he had participated in only 13 news days in 
wnich a consensus appeared. Even though Thomis was with 
the consensus lead on each cf the 13 days, his total 
participation was considered too small, when measured 
against the cther correspondents, to be included in the 
measurement. 

The 311 news stories were first categorised by date 
and publication. Next, each story‘s lead paragraph was 
analyzed and a brief statement of the factual content 
therein was extracted and listed in colwnanar fashion with 
the Gate of the story under the publication or wire service 
nase. Then the author compared each summarized lead for a 
given date to deterrine if a majority of the correspondenta, 


that is, five or more of the reporters, chose the same 





lietter to the suthor from Robert Crabbe. dated 
Boveriber 29, 1970. 





er bey techies or 
cule Gov aGOKEES _eGs Do elaat? ; 

“snyed cou 34 weds 1 Olde wi epntvets a9 

ci wysd owes Ci ylme at beanginienny Bas of tm 

Asin wow esmost doweets aot tas Ud OP ~ 
iszeg abd yeysh C1 oftt 20 dase wo Sant 

ef ah Dees of WY seeloneES we 





















wile 


bas 


coud qe tebitopetéo se7i2 ovew esizoza ama [St 
teedcus Cugeee? af? Bo susmedere bei’ « e 
diiw coldest? eutewiee #2 Gupali lee Gosetscee atw 
2 20k See! Seal ene wee x ody ane? 
L2s2ebaneneTe Ae 3S YIIABCED © ' ed ptab Goviy 
aie pt) Saeety .eneraes wes Be on 
. 


we avid v0 
al. a , 
ra care Fe eh sn, 0o, sane | 





128 
general factual content with which to lead their story. 
Thus, the determination of a lead item was made solely on 
the basis cf the correspondent'’s selection of factual 
content taken from the court's proceedings, or strictly 
releted events, and contained in the first paragraph of his 
story. On occasion, in the case of interpretive leads, the 
author found it necessary to proceed to the second or third 
paragraph of a story to insure that the correct factual 
content was summarized in Table 1. Furthermore, if a cor~- 
responcoent’s lead paragraph was a general reference to 
court activities which obviously included the factual 
specific content of other lead stories of the same date, 
this was considered to be sufficient evidence to state that 
the reporter participated in a consensus isad item. For 
instance, a general reference by a corraspondent to signif- 
deant testimony about the Pueblo’s ability and performance 
in destroying secret documents on the day of capture was 
considered to be the same as a specific reference in snother 
lead paragraph to testimony by Captain John H. D. Williams 
that the Pueblo had the time and means to cestroy all her 
secret papers and equipment .* 


The news reports by the Christian Gcienca Meaitor 





News reports of February 3, 1969, by the corre~ 
spondents in this study exhibited these two treatments of 
the consensus lead item, that is, Captain Williams’ 
testimony of February 7. 
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corresponcent of a particular day's testimony always 
appeared two days after the event, while AP and UPI stories 
occasionally appeared on the same cay as the evant or 
testimony reported, depending upon the newspaper from which 
the reports were extracted. In each case, however, the 
author categorized these <eports as if they had appeared 
together on the day following the court proceedings in 
Guestion. Mo confusion resulted since the author was ebie 
to identify the report by its content as having referred to 
a particular court day. Yor the same reason, the timeliness 
of a report wus not considered ag a factor of majority or 
minority emphasis. 

News reports in which a correspondent participated 
in a consensus lead are indicated in Table 1 by a plus 
sign. Those stories in which a reporter did not use a 
consensus lead are indicated by a minus sign. ‘hen a corre~ 
spondent's report did not appear in his publication on a 
given day, or the author was unable to find a report by a 
correspondent, that day is indicated by a zero. 

The percentage of minority emphasis, or the per” 
centage of non-participation in consensus leads by seach 
corresponent, is shown in Table 2. It was determined that 
the difference in numbers of news stories written by each 
correspondent (shown as totals in Table 1) did not affect 
the ranking of errors shown as percentages in Table 2. 
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TABLE 2 
EMPHASES COMPARED 





Total Number of ##$Percentage 
Stories Hon~-consensus of Non~ 
Publication | Counted Stories Coneensus 
Scripps-Howard 22 3 36.4% 
Christian Science 
Monitor 21 5 22.3 
Sen Diego Union 2i “ 18.2 
Loa Ancelas Times 22 2 9.1 
Associated Press 22 1 4.5 
Hew York Times 23 1 4.5 
Washington Post 21 i 4.5 
United Press 
International] 22 0 GO.0 





Total 173 22 100.0% 





— im tip rma = ih = 


_— ew ee ee eee 


—— —— «i G egEee —s 


-_ quai ee | 
- ae ee ee Scere 

- Cn OC me Se ae 
(_——- ee eee 

— am lla — a 





131 
Aa can be seen in Tables 1 and 2, the nine 
corresponcents who were included in the maasurement of 
emphasis wrote a total of 173 stories on the selected news 
days in which a consensus appeared. Of thia total. only 22 
stories failed to share the consensus, for a final figure 


of 13 per cent minority emphasis. 





Cne of the purposes of this study wae to determine 
if any reletionship could be established hetween a corre~ 
spondent’s previous military experience, in the armed 
services or as a reporter, and the manner in which he 
reported the court of inguiry. The questionnaire shown in 
Appendix A was sent to the correspondents in this study and 
provided the backygrouné information necessary for the 
author to make some Observations. 

Kip Cooper had more previous militery experience 
than any other corresponfent in this study. Cooper served 
in tha Navy from 1939 to 1962, retiring as a chief petty 
officer. During his military career, he performed duties 
as a journalist and a public affairs specialist. Consigtent 
with those duties, Cooper was a miiitary reporter in two 
courts of inquiry and about a dogen courts~martia] prior to 
the Pueblo hearing. Following his Naval service. Cooper 
was employed by the Copley News Service, owner of the 48h 
Diego Union. His duties included chief of Copley’s Tokyo 
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News Bureau from 1962 to 1967, after Which he became the 
military affairs editer for the Unian. Cooper covered the 
Pueblo court in this capacity. 
Cooper also offered these additional comments to 
the author: 


- « « £ felt that Jim Lucas . . . and myself had 
another advantage over other correspondents fat the 
Pueblo heering/; we hac all served in Korea during the 
war and after had en intimate knowledge of ... the 
sea waters and the people and their customs. ... I 
hac exclusive interviews with every U. &. ambassador 
and every United Nations commander in Koraa between 
1962 ané 1967. . . . I covered a number of the meetings 
at Panmunjom and was present when the Reds released two 
fuerican aviators. When the Pucblo was captured, I was 
the only correspondent-~-to my knowledge--who wrote that 
the men would not be released until the U. &. 
apologized .. . not because I consider myself wise or 
gmert, but because I was present when the prececent was 
set. I think combinations of all /these/ things... 
madu me believe that many reporters fat the couri/ did 
not have a good overall picture of the situation~~and 
were not doing their homework to find out.? 


Robert Crabbe of the Uri had only minimal previous 
military service, from 1943 to 1946, as a radio technician 
in the Bavy. However, he noted, “Wavy servica including 14 
months sea duty helped Lea/ in understanding terminology, 
ranks, Pueblo command structure and attitudes. %* With 
regard to previous experience in reporting military 
affairs, Crabbe stated that he had done so occasionally as 


easiatant overnight editor for UPI in Los Angeles. While 





s ewever to the author dated November 29, 1979. 


Setter to the author dated November 29. 1970. 
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he believed that previous military experience was valuable 
in reporting a stery like the Pueblo inquiry. Crabbe was 
quick to add that in such a long story even an inexperi- 
encec reporter could gain the necessary background in 
military terminology, commend structure and current 
affeixs. *. . . if he worked har@ at it.” Mr. Crabbe also 
mnoted. however. that he believed he was assigned by his 
superiors to report the Pueblo stery because “I had a back~- 
groum of work in the Far East, including three vears in 
the Tokye bureau from 1961 to 1964 . . . Zang/ I wes a avy 
veteran, which my superiore felt would be useful background.”* 
He also added the significant comment, *. . . it was cheaper 
to send 4 man from Los Angeles than to fly a specialist out 
from New York or Washington. * 

Karl Fleming. in xesponse to the questionnaire, 
noted that as a Navy cook from 1944 to 1945 he received 
". . . miniwal legal and reportorial training in the 
kitchsn.* Therefore, he €id not believe that previous 
military sexvice was an acventage to him in reporting the 
Pueblo court. Parthermore, ia response to the quastion 
concerning the effect of prior military sexvice on any 
reporter at the court. Fleming stated, "If a xeporter were 


a professional] military person, it might prejudice him in 
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favor of the military but that probably would be rare. “© 
Fleming also noted in his letter to the authors 

What was needed--arg what was lacking in some instances 
~~at the trial Jfie/, I thought, was reporting that 
embraced the intricate secial and moral questions 
involved, and not necessarily the strictly military 
ones. It was a@ subtle story that needed sophisticated 
reporting. I thought most of the reporters were lazy 
and negligent-~that they cidn*’t inquire further into 
the story than beyond the courtroor. ? 

Jack Por had no previous military experience, and 
agreed with Karl Pleming that a reporter‘s previous mili~ 
tary service would have had no effect apon his reporting of 
the Pueblo court. However, Pox amplified his answer by 
acding, “At the outset of the hearing thera might be some 
Siight help on understanding technicalities but they can be 
quickly grasped.” However. he added, "When you report and 
write for the general public you are just as well off not 
being an expert. °® 

Pox also stated that he had occasionally reported 
military matters in his 28 years as a reving correspondent 
for UPI. Among these, he wrote, were the U. &. Marine 
landing in Lebanon and the U. &. intervention in the Domin- 
iean Republie. With reqard to previous experience in 


reporting military affairs, Fox thought it miqht be of some 





Setter to the author dated November 17, 1970. 
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Satter to the author dated Nevember 27, 1970. 
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use at the outset of a military story. but stated that the 
element of bias had entered into some stories about the 
Pueblo court he hac read which were written by military- 
experienced reporters at the inguiry. He also added: 


I think it is apparent to anyone who followed the 
Pueblo incident closely that it got far beyond the 
military erea and became a highly emotional issue and 
most certainly a political one as manifested by the 
court recommending court martial ani the Secretary of 
the Mavy overruling the court. This is not to say that 
a background in military affairs was not of very 
substantial value in covering such a story. But I 
would say that a reporter with excellent military 
indoctrination but very little exposure to the coverage 
of all sorts of affairs outside that arena would have 
been hard pressed to do an adequate job on the Pueblo 
affair-~at least if he were writing for the general 
public.9 


Curtis Sitomer had no previous military service and 
no military reporting oaxperience. He responded to the 
questionnaire by stating that a correspormient’s prior 
military service had no effect. in his estimation, on the 
way in which he ceported the court. Moreover, he stated, 
without prior service a reporter could operate with “no 
preconceptions or second guasses not based upon the 


nl0 with cegard to having 


reporter's own investigations. 
prior military reporting experience, Mr. Sitomer believed 
that it would be advantageous if it included “some back~- 


ground on procedures of Lthe/ court and military judicial 





9 mia. 


19) etter to the author dated November 19, 1970. 
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system. e e s all 


Perhaps the greatest difficulty I had was not so much a 
lack of military background but the feeling that the 
real Pueblo story was not surfaced during the Court of 
inguiry. Of course at the time I didn't write may 
suspicions but reported what actualiy happened.1l 


In other general comments, he added: 


Mr. Sitomer did not aiaborate on what he believed 
was the story that did not surface Curing the inguiry. 

Wayne Thomis. the aviation eciter for the Chicago 
ixdbuna, believed that prior military service promoted 
“better understanding of Ltha/ atmosphere in which the 


Pueblo operated. wi3 


Thomis’ military experience was as 4 
Navy pilot Guring World War It and during the Korean 
erisis. He alao believed that previous experience in 
Yeporting military affairs would serve to familiarize a 
correspondent with the atmosphere of the court in the same 
way as military service. 

Tim Tyler, with only six months active military 
setvice in the Acmy ational Guard, navertheless bellevad 
that his military experience promotec an understanding of 
the duties of command and the aspects of obedience and 
loyalty which were portrayed during the 2uablo court. On 
the Other hand, Tyler did not believe that previous mili- 
tary-reporting experience gave a correspondent any 
advantage in covering the Pueblo hearing for the following 





11 ia. 


124g. 


13, etter to the author dated November 19, 1970. 
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reasonas 

It was essentially a story about human beings in time 

of crisis; conatant coverage of military affairs can 

only éull a reporter to the human sida and make him 

overly aware of unimportant matters of military 

procedure. 

Bernard Weinraub had two years of experience in the 

Army as a@ Epecialist 4, one year of which was in a 
Givisional public information office in Korea. He believed 
his service from 1959 to 196] enabled him to understand the 
basic rules of chain of command. promotion, the “hierarch- 
ical set up,” and enlisted men's and officers’ Lige.* 
Purthermore, Weinraub was of the opinion that, without 
military training or service. reporting the Pueblo court 
probably would prove confusing. and certainly would take a 
little longer for a reporter to understand. Added to his 
military service. Weinraub also served as a New York TLimas 
Vietnem staff writer during 1967 and 1968, and while he 
considered this helpful for a reporter, he also cautioned: 

Of course a good reporter would do a good job on the 

Pueblo story whether or not he had military experience. 

And there were some bad reporters covering the court 

who had military experience. 

George Wilson spent the years 1945 to 1947 in Navy 

flight training as an aviation cadet which he stated gave 


16 


him “some feeling for the Navy.” Furthermore, he 





14, etter to the author dated Hovember 19, 1970. 


ls setter to the author dated December 6, 1970. 


lér etter to the author dated December 24. 1970. 
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believeé that prior military service was an advantage for 
any correspondent at the court since “familiarity with ths 
service and how a ship works camnot be anything but 
helpful. °? As a ;nilitary correspondent for the Post 
dating from 1966, Wilson stated he “frequently” reportec 
military affairs, and in general believed such previous 
experience provided a reporter with an advantage at the 
court by giving him some familiarity with the subject and 
issues. 

The author was unsuccessful in soliciting responses 
from Julian Hartt and Richard Meyer. However, comments by 
their colleagues at the court, coupled with the author's 
frequent association with them during the proceedings, 
provided some information regarding their background. 

It can safely be said of Julian Hartt that he 
frequently reported military stories for the Los Angalss 
Times. and that he was considered by his conteszporarias. 
both military and civilian, to have had significant sxperi~ 
ence with military affairs. The author was unaware of any 
previous military service which Mr. Hartt may have had. 

Richard Meyer was not considered by his contempor~ 
aries. military or civilian, to have had any significant 
experience either as a monber of the military or as a 
Kreporter in militery affeirs. 
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Jim Lucas established an unimpeachable record as a 
military writer during the 37 years of his career as a 
journalist. ife served as @ combat correspondent in the 
U. & Marine Corps throughout the Western Facific theater 
during World War IZ and wrote two books about his experi~ 
ences there. He covered Vietnam thoroughly in the mic~ 
1960s and wrote bateline-Vistnam. in addition to reporting 
the conflict extensively for Scrippe~Howard. 
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CHAPTER V1 
CONCLUE IONS 


This study of presse performance critically analyzed 
a total of 333 newspaper stories and magazine articles 
Gealing with the open court proceedings of the USE Pueblo 
Court of Inquiry held at the Naval Amphibious Base, 
Coronado, California. In the analysis, seven categories of 
error were specified as follows: omission of court proce~ 
Gure or testimony essential te understanding of an event; 
reporter interpretation or analysis of proceedings 
unsupported by court event or dialog; misquotation; 
incorrect identification of witness; incorrect attribution 
of testimony or court officials’ statements; inaccurate 
headlines misplaced emphasis. Within these categories, 181 
significant deviations from the Court Racerd were revealed 
and discussed by the author as correspondent error. There 
were, therefore. .54 errors per story. Of all the reports, 
142 of them were completely accurate, yielding a percentage 
of 57 per cent. 

It should be noted that 12 errors of omission by the 
Zima correspondent and 10 errors of omission by the Hawawaek 
correspondent were not included in tha final tabulation. 
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Thepe were excluded because it was believed no accurate 
comparison could be mada between tha rate of omissions in 
thea total content of daily~appearing newspaper stories and 
the much smalier content of a weekly magazine article. 
Furthermore, of nine lasues of Maweweek appearing during or 
immediately after the proceedings only five containad 
Pueblo articles. and of nine issues of Time only four 
included articles on the Pueblo court of inguiry. Adcdi-~ 
tionally. as has been discussed, the magazine articles were 
excluded from the measurement of emphasia. However, the 
news magazine correspondents were held accountable for alli 
other categories of error since it was believed these would 
net have been affected by the inherent restrictions of 
content level alruacy discussed. 

In his study of newapaper accuracy, Profassor 
Blankenburg compared the quantitative results of four 
surveys. While the methodology in these previous studies 
is not strictly comparahle to the methodology used in this 
study, a comparison is included in Table 3 aiong with the 
results of this study. 

It should be noted, with regard to the errors per 
story listed in the first four surveys in Table 3. that the 
inclusion of typographic and spelling errors significantly 
added to the error rate. This is especially true in the 
case of the Blankenburg survey which showed a high 
percentage of typographic and spelling errorea (see Table 4). 
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Blankenburg also ranked errors according to the 
categories isolated in his and BSerry’s study. These sre 
shown in Table 4. 


TABLE 4 


ERROR RANKS IN TWO NTWSPAPER ACCURACY suURVrys® 
(SHOWN AS PERCENTAGES OF TOTAL ERRORS FOUND) 





Berr rene 


Type of Zrrer (412 Berry (389 errors) 
Omission 16.0% 12.6% 
Misquotetion 13.1 11.8 
Typographic and spelling 12.9 34.5 
Inaccurate headline 12.9 Pu? 
Overemphasis 10.2 6.7 
Unceremphasis 10.2 8.5 
Name wrong 7.0 3.6 
Figures wrong §.6 5.1 
Title wrong 3.1 2.3 
Age wrong 222 25 
Address wrong 202 1.6 
Location wrong 2.2 2e1 
Times wrong 1.7 2.3 
Dates wrong 1.7 1.3 





100.0% 100. O% 





®giankenburg. loc. cit. 


Although an accurate comparison is difficult to 
Graw, this study also ranked errors accoréing to tha cate 
geories of error used in the analysis. These are shown in 
Table 5. 
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TABLE 5 


BRROR RARKS 
(SHOWN AS PERCENTAGES OF TOTAL ERRORS FOUND) 





Becker 
Type of irror (181 errors) 
Omission G7% 
incorrect intexspratation os analysis 13 
Misquotation ty 
Misidentification of witness 7 
Incorrect attribution 1 
inaccurate headlines i 

100% 


The category of misplaced emphasis could not be 
included in Table 5 since it was &@ separate measurement 
using only 173 out of 333 newspaper stories in the study. 
As was noted earlier, that measurement yieliced 22 non~ 
consensus stories. for a 13 per cent total factor of 
minority emphasis. 

It can be noted from a comparison of error ranks in 
Tables 4 and § that correspondents’ omissions ranked much 
higher in this study than in the two previous accuracy 
studies. Howaver, all three studies indicated that omis- 
sions were one of the most significant categories of error 
in terms of quantity. This study alec showed a ranking for 
misquotations similar to that in the Gerry and Blankesburg 
studies. 
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This study crew together the separate categories of 
wrong names, titles, ages, anc aticresses used in the two 
previous studies into the single category—-~misidenti fication 
of witness. As was noted in the introductory chapter, too 
few errors appeared in these categorics of identification 
to be significant when iselatee separately. This is sub~- 
stantiated by the relatively low factor of 7 per cent for 
the error category of misidentification sham in Table 5. 

It is ebvious that the category of incorrect 
interpretation or analysis used in this study Coes not 
compare with any cf the error cateyories isolated in the 
Berry and Blankenburg studies. 

With regard to the categories of wrony figurea, 
dates anc locations, this study tended to list any such 
errors umder the heading of misguctation since such infor- 
metion was revealed to the correspondents at the court 
through teatimony, court statements, or Cocuments intro- 
Guced inte evidence. | 

It ig suspected that the high percentage of 
omissions shown in Table 5. as compared tc the mach lower 
percentages found by Berry and Elenkenburg and shown in 
Table 4, was due to the fact that this study id not specif~ 
deally include a cetegory of underemphasia. Thus, sone of 
this researcher’s negative mentions of omission may have 
included errors in tha grey area betwean omissions and 
underemphasized elements in a story, while the Berry and 
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Blankenburg stucies probably could mere cistinctly separate 
an omitted item from an underenphasiced item. 

This study @ise sought te compare the performance 
ef the correspondents based upon their respective military- 
reporting experience and previous military service. In 
erder to facilitate that comparison, Table 6 illustrates 
the quantity of errors by each correspondent according to 
the categories of errors used in this study. 

Among the most significant tebulations in Tabie 6 
are the error rates per story shown for each correspondent 
in the last column. These. it is believed, are the truest 
indication of performance since they take into account the 
number of stories which a correspondent ectually wrote. 
which the percentages of total error do not. Furthermora, 
the most accurate conclusions can be Crawn, not from the 
actual error rates listed, but from their ranking. Thus, 
it can be said that Bernard Weinraub and Robert Crabbe 
showed the best performance in terms of this measurement 
with only one error for every three stories they wrote 
a@hout the Pueblo inguiry. By contrast. Kip Cooper had 
errors in one out of every two stories. and Jim Lucas had 
errors in about three out of each four stories he wrote. 
Furthermore. while one error per story for Karl Fleming is 
based on only five stories which he wrete during the court’s 
proceeéings. it can be said that his ranked amongst the 
poorest performances by this measurement. 
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Discussion 

The primary purpose of this study was to test the 
hypothesis: Correspondents to the Puebie Court of Inguiry 
accurately reported the open court preceedings in news 
stories which appeered in their parent or member publica- 
tions. 

in terme of the findings of accuracy surveys which 
have been conducted by ether researchers and iisted in 
Table 3, the hypothesis is confirmed. Pespite the fact 
that categories of error and methodology in this study and 
in tha previous surveys were not strictly comparable. it is 
believed that the smaller number of total errors and 
smaller error rate found in this analysis suppert that 
conclusion. That finding is no less true if the non-~ 
comparable typographic and spelling errors are excluded 
from the total errors found in the earlier surveys. Thua, 
for instance, the Blankenburg survey still produced 255 
errors and the Berry survey founé 359 errors. 

However, this conclusion does not discount the 
seriousness of the number and quality of errors of omission 
committed by the corxresponéents in their reporte of the 
court proceedings and testimony. These omissions were 
especially noteworthy in the initial stories of January 20 
anc 21 which introduced the court proceedings to the 
reacer. It was important that the reader have a compre~ 
hensive explanation of the legal statue in which Bucher was 















Eo 
ret ont ala 
| Oates ron’ e- | 
oor pamnce Be emalds 
at eee : 













Se eee 


mts reopen stetiams alee mt . | | 
. ade th cons ceed ow) eines Seer PT 
alma eri Nema VL ES Re mEeTTED: | 
Leseee! -ineeegas wokiwse Wie Ah tenet avenrm sa2nd 8 
ate tometena J 6iee Yoreee : 
ese Off head yvued ote Bee 8 

pc) deena sos nae wennrey Aitf ee | 
sosneinn te store 20 qilinne tent Tetum nat Re 
po Phe peenped mee Rey 
vp faked Saibnt te Spree LLah omgpe 

a2 OF egelbewseey chon ects @ertensa calde [5 mt 
pans & etd tetees ate wate ratseqel cow ef -tabaes 
coe cant Grit ob Gibeve Sapa ees 3@ emlenen igus apiamet 











149 
placedc by his designation as a party to the inguiry. ftven 
mere imoxtant to the reader's understanding of the court's 
éGuties was an explanation of the distinct possibility that 
Bucher would be placed under suspicion when and if his 
testimony suggested that he might be incriminating hiasel f.. 

in retrospect. the Navy's public information af fort 
to stress that the inguiry was a fact-finding body not 
empowered to punish set the mood, both for on-scene public 
information officers and the press, which mediated against 
any serious consideration of Bucher possibly being placed 
under suspicion before it actually happened. Presumably, 
the Mevy’s legal expexta at the court were e6 well versed 
in the inquiry procedures that they were unable to appreci- 
ate the inexperienced viewpoint cf the members of the press. 
Thiea is illustrated by the fact that neither Captain 
Newsome, nor any other Mavy lawyer attending & press confar- 
ence, ever specifically addressed the matter of an official 
werning to a court witness. Similarly. the press never 
asked any questions relating to this erea. As a result, 
even though excerpts of the JAG Manual explaining this 
procedure were distributed to the correspondents, the 
importance of their content was not understood. 

It is also suggested that errera of omission were 
the most serious in terms of the probable damage they did 
to the reader's clear understaniing of the inquiry taken 


ae awhole. An error of omission probably never came to a 
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reader's attention, or in other words. he may never have 
known that a news report left something of importance 
ummentioned. By contrast, errors appearing within a news 
story at least gave the reader an opportunity to evaluats 
ané disagree with what the correspondent had written or 
interpreted and thereby allowed him to regard the story 
with some caution. 

The seriousness of errors of interpretation or 
enalysis in Pueblo news stories is not discounted by the 
confirmation that the correspondents were statistically and 
comparatively accurate. This conclusion is supported by 
the probable impression creatad in the mind of the reader 
by the several references to Bucher as a mustany and the 
Obvious attempt by some of the correspondents to suggest en 
adversary relationship between the court members and the 
Pueblo's commanding officer. There were elements of 
conflict in the court and these generally were corractiy 
and properly reported by the correspomlents in the study. 
The supposed intrinsic conflict between the admirals and 
Bucher on the basis of their respective backgrounds was not 
One of the elements, however. 

The repeatec use of the reference to Bucher as a 
mustang by other correspondents in this study after George 
Wilson's first use of the term in the opening days of the 
inquiry also suggests that the effact of inaccurate 
reporting was not restricted just to the reading public. 
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The similarity in the compariaona, drwmm by different 
correspondents, between Bucher and the court members tends 
to support this conclusion. 

Several general observations can be made to auggest 
why a number of the errors committed by the correspondents 
G@id occur. Some corresponments, es was noted in the 
evidence chapters. seemed to note elements of disagraenent 
in witnesses‘ testimony to the exclusion of areas in which 
the witnesses agreed with each other. Thus, some reporters 
seemed to place a higher news value on conflict than on 
agreement or harmonious situations. This was apparent in 
Julian HMartt’s and Kip Cooper's coverage of testimony by 
Commander Clark, and their noting that it was in some ways 
contradictory to Bucher'’s testimony, without mentioning 
other significant areas in which the two commanding 
officers were in total agreement. At a later point in the 
inguiry. it will be recalled, Jim Lucas incorrectly stated 
that Lieutenant Harris blamed Bucher for a delay in beginning 
the destruction effort. Cooper omitted any mention of the 
most specific praise which Pueblo officers gave Bucher when 
asked to comment upon his performance by the court. Karl 
Fleming incorrectly claimed that the Puehlo'’s research 
GCetachment was under the operational control of the National 
Security Agency and therefore Bucher could not even enter 
the detachment‘s compartments without Stephen Harris’ 
permission. 
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Each of theee errore seemed to be an attempt. 
inacvertent or otherwise, on the part of the correspondents 
to hold reader interest through the reporting of conflict. 
to make dramatic and interesting that testimony which in 
actuality was far less dramatic and not an indication of 
conflict between witnesses. These errors tend to illus- 
trate the neweman's belief that conflict is more newsworthy 
then peace or harmony. 

The study noted a number cf errors committed as a 
result of a correspondent’s oversimplification of complex 
testimony and complex issues beforsa the court. These, 
coupled with an indeterminate number of errors of omission, 
can no doubt be attributed to the economy of space demanded 
by the amount of news which must be squeezed into a news~- 
paper's news hole. The econcmizing effort of the corre 
spondents to compress en entice day of court events inte 
one or two news reports of a length suitable for publica~ 
tion in their newspapers or magazines created a real demand 
to select the overt phases ari events of the day and 
blinded them to the auances in some Of the testimony and 
court procedures. 

Similarly. the corresponéents’ errors in not 
correcting the initial testimony by Captain Williams about 
the amount cf classified documents aboard the Pueblo is no 
Goubt an illustration of the time squeeze upon the corre~ 
spondents created by deadlines. In the experience of the 
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author while he was at the court, this necessary rush by 
the corresponcents to meet their deadlines prevented some 
on occasion from attending the daily 5:00 p.m. wrap-up 
conference at the CIB during which many of the complex 
issues in the day's testimony were adéressed by Captain 
Thomas, the correspondents in attendance, and court offi- 
cials such as Captain Newsome. The benefit of these 
question-and~-anaswer sessions to the ccrrespondents® fullest 
umerstanding of the day's scvents was considerable. 

Yet, even with these conferences and the benefit of 
expert opinions about what the court was doing, it can at 
least be hypothesized that all of the correspomients, at. 
one time or another, were unable to see the reality of the 
court events because of the bliné spots created by their 
own stereotyped images of Bucher as the underdog, of the 
court as an adversary proceeding. or generally of the 
inhumanity of Navy regulationa regaréing accountability and 
the need to prevent secret material from falling into enemy 
hands even at the possible expense cf human life. ‘Yo this 
extent, it can be said that some of the correspondants 
seemed to be participating in adverse public opinion about 
the court’s “persecution” of Bucher without regard for 
what actually was happening during the open court sessions 
which they attended. Fortunately, many of the correspond~ 
ents viewed the public reaction te the warning to Bucher, 
as evidenced by letters, telephone calis and telegrams to 
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the court and Cis, with some alarm. This tended to make 
them more conscious of the always-present efforts of the 
court members to allow Bucher to tell his story in a rela- 
tively uninterrupted manner. ami to put witnesses before 
the court at ease. Thus, before the warning to Bucher and 
the public reaction, the correspondents generally made 
little reference to these indications of the court's 
tolerance and understanding. However, after the public 
outcry, and especially during the chilling testimony about 
the brutality and torture inflicted upon the men, corre~ 
spondents® reports frequentiy mentioned the court members’ 
compassionate gestures. 

The factors which are thought to have contributed 
to a greater degree of accuracy in thig study than in 
previous newspaper accuracy surveys are several. Verhaps 
the most obvious factor is that a number of prestige 
publications were included in this study. Therefore, it 
can be presumed that their news gathering processes were of 
high quality eszpecially in terme of the professional abil~ 
ities of the correspondents at the court who represented 
the publications. Furthermore, the nature of the Pueblo 
story, @ news event of worldwide importance, probably 
brought out the best of the abilities of the journalists. 
Certainly it can be said that their ettention to the news 
events was brought to a peak by the inherent importance am 
GQrama of the Pueblo inquiry. Mediating against this 
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attention span. however, was the long duration of the court, 
and the repetitiveness of testimony curing the capture 
phase. Honetheless, the correspondents’ accuracy in all 
categories tended to improve as thay became more familiar 
with the story in later stages of the court hearings. This 
tends to support the belief that the reporter who has 
specialized training or knowledge in a particular news area 
will produce better news reports than a non~specialized 
reporter. 

Moreover, as has been inferrec. the intense efforts 
eof the CIB to promote the correspondents’ fullest under- 
Standing of the court and its dealings doubtless hai a 
positive impact on accuracy. Thus. the correspondents had 
the benefit of constant feedback from and personal associa~ 
tion with the Navy‘s public affairs and legal personnel who 
had immediate access and knowledge about the complexities 
of the Pueblo inguiry. 

Based upon the correspondents’ backgrounds dis- 
cussed in Chapter V, and the total errors and error rates 
per story for each correspondent listed in Teble 6, it is 
considered that the anawer to the question, “What was the 
Gifference, if any. between reports by correspondents with 
military reporting experience and correspondents with no 
previous experience?“, is that there was no conclusive 
Gifference. As was noted from their backgrounds, Jim Lucas 
ani Kip Cooper demonstrated the greatest experience in 


aw 
neee ear to ankiveb® goad aly aa Saeed ou cakinerss 
 pxauqes ety qriest qemmitecs Ir atemeletsnges we Ans 
<a al yarures ‘siuastogrevare 049 .seaiuem . sent 
cmblinct> ext sexond pall es oveaget oc baleee aelaegesee 
sidy caged sted casce of? to Weise aetai ab qone ety Aste 
ad vie warncges WES gat) Salis adr seeype OF weed? 
ocx eons welwDiersg © af eyterwnas co pmindess testi labo 


fad rametceyuseens ade seul .psbaCOE mo Jteged pwhsseod 
~sjawees fanesgey tom aod sendin) snéreace be SkBemes af? 
amt demmeney Legal Ome evdeste phlaoy 2 qves aan dtay cots 
ami simelqune af? sone aghetvoct Ses Seems cohtiumd &s6 
dep atdher® ace fo 

cthamneeinet emma 
cadet xetwe Gee pmOase “eres ety tee LO uEqnel at Geese 
ai ot «4 of@et of becehl tevtceqeeenen deve wet yes BEG 
elt ene fu” .soltmcep wey 08 som ede sot) SeneBianse 
Usha edenkommncea ¥S astayes seswted og 34 .ectemesthd 
a Gale Stestomgne ese Bae sanad eyes golraoges yuseslee 
eciaylomee te ese sued? maly ab .*tecnalvege apodvont 
ascot abt ,afuscrgdeed afads eosh Seves ase Gt .otomveRtsd 
.) wretyagem feaseedy ois wierd Iegews Gz ome 


156 
ceporting military affairs, yet their respective error 
rates of .71 and .53 errors per story exceeded the lower 
error rate of .43 demonstrated by Richard Meyer who had no 
significant experience in military affairs reporting. On 
the other hand, Bernard Weinraub, who had a fair amount of 
military reporting experience before the Pueblo inquiry. 
Gemonstrated the lowest error rate, .31. of any of the 
correspondents in this study. 

It is most difficult to assess the reasons behind 
the varying differences demonstrated by the correspondents 
in this study when compared to the relatively identifiable 
background each had in terms of previous military reportin; 
experience or previous military service. Ferhaps the most 
Feasonable conclusion which can be drawn was best expressed 
by Bernard Weinraub’s personal comment to the suthor: 

Of course a good reporter would co a goad job on the 
Pueblo story whether or not he had military experience. 
And there were some bad reporters /covering the court/ 
who had military experience. 

The inference. of course, is that basic training 
and professionaliem of a journalist area the important 
factors in the quality of his reporting. Nonetheless, as 
Weinraub and a number of the corresponéents indicated, 
previous military experience was generally considered to be 
an advantage in the initial reporting of the court, en 
opinion supported by the decreasing number of errors shown 
in this study as the reporters became familiar with their 
subject. This, it seems, cannot easily be denied so long 
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as a bias in favor of the military does not distort the 


reporter's viewpoint. 


Recommend an ions. 

Studies of press performance in the coverage of 
actual news events are an important and realietic method of 
journalistic research, and offer immediate end trans fer- 
able suggestions for improving news reporting in general. 
The prohiem is in selecting a finite news event where 
sources Of information to newsmen can be isolated and, most 
importantly, an unimpeachable record of the event can be 
found. 

There is also an advantage in having a news event 
of some complexity and duration to permit the so-called 
subjective errors of interpretation, emphasis, and omission 
to appear in the press performance in a significant manner. 

The Pueblo Court of Inquiry. as a vehicle to test 
press performance, mat these conditions in a satisfactory 
way. At the same time. other areas for research and 
improvements to the Navy's public information effort ware 
Suggested by this stuéy. 

In general, the correspondents indicated by their 
xesponses to the author that they welcomed the opportunity 
to expreas their ideas about the news gathering effort at 
the Pueblo hearings. These responses predominantly noted 
their concern that the “human elements of individuals in 


time of crisis” were not covered in most news reports. 
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These anc cther adcitional comments to the questionnaire 
used in this stucy suggest that a thoreugh investigation, 
using a survey technique. of the impressions of the approxi- 
mately 30 correspondents who covered the court might be 
valuable. 

Moreover, this stucy mace no attempt to investigate 
the area of the visual and broadcast media. Including 
these corresponéents in a survey might reveal points of 
contrast and agreement between their observations and those 
newsmen from the print media. 

With regard to the Navy’s public information «ffort, 
some definite recommendations are in order. It is avicent 
from this study that the correspondents were not fully 
conversant with the legal procedéures the court was applying 
when it warnecé Commander Bucher. The Pueblo CIB should 
better heve prepared the newsmen for this likelihood, and 
should have impressed upon the court counsel and court 
members the precictable eflects upon the newsmen of the 
Gramatic interruption of testimony on January 22, 13969, the 
court recess while all in attendance at the court waited, 
virtually spellbound, and the resumption of the day’s 
session with the otheswise normal advisement to Bucher that 
he was suspected of having violated Navy regulaticns. 
inateed, it was assumed the press would understand and 
therefore no preparations were made to introduce the newsmen 


to the warning procedure beforehand, and no briefing was 
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weld for them after the warning was given. Thus. tha 
public affairs personne] at the court falled to infora the 
court about the probable impact of its actions with regard 
to the press, am failed to plan properly for communicating 
to the newsmen the meaning of those actions when they were 
taken. These were the fundamental failures of the public 
information effort at the Puebic inquiry. Thay derived 
from a shortsighteGness on the part of public affairs 
personnel primarily, but also from the lack of coordination 
between the court, its legal advisors, end the CIs. in the 
future that coordination, with specific concern for the 
lack of knowletige the public and the members of the press 
have, must be assured. 

Finally, some comments regarding the inherent limita-~ 
tions in the design of this study are in order. Perhaps the 
most obvious problem the author encountered in determining 
reportex error was in the area of emphasis. Its measurement 
by means of consensus lead items penalized those correspond- 
ents who might actually have correctiy emphasized an item 
even though they were in the minority. It is hoped that 
later studies can find a more adequate way to deal with 
exrxors in emphasis. Second, later researchers would be wise 
to conduct a coder reliability check in order to preclude 
the possibility of undue personal bias and to insure 
replicatability. 
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Respondent s Date. 


1. 


3. 


4. 


@PPENDIX A 


QUESTIONNAIRE 





Have you been in the military service? YES__(go to GQ ia) 
wOW(go to 4) 
a. What were the dates of your service? 





b. Branch of service? 
c. What was your highest enlisted rate or commissioned 
rank? 








G. Were you a journalist... combat correspondent... 
public affairs specialist... or what were your 
Guties? 





How many formal courts of inguiry did you participate 


in? (If none. go te Q 3) 





a. In what copacity did you participate? 





Did weing in the military service help you ia reporting 
the Pueblo court? YS6.. NO... Why? 














In general. do you think that. if a reporter had prior 
military service, it was an adventage..., disadvantage__. 
or had no effect. upon his reporting of the Pueblo 
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court? Why? 











Were you a military affairs reporter for your publica- 

tien when you covered the Pusble court? YES. (go to 

@ Sa) NO. (go to 06) 

a. For how long before the Pueblo court were you 8 
military affairs reporter for that publication? 





What was your joh title, if any, at the publication you 
worked for when covering the Puebic court? 





Have you ever been considered a military affaires 
reporter by a publication for which you worked? YES. 
(go to 9 7a) NO. (go to @ &) 
a Please list the most recent positions: 
Retos Rublicatien Xan Exect Tithe 
le 
2. 








3. 





As a@ reporter would you say you have reported military 
affairs: MOST OF THE TIME... FREQUENTLY... 
GCCASIONALLY ... SELDOM... NEVER... 

Do you think a reporter with previous military affairs 
experience had an advantage over a reporter without any 
such experience in reporting the Pusblo court? YE£S___. 


mu. i éWhy?_. 
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bid you ever teport a court~martial before you reported 
the Pueblo inguiry? YES... Mow many? WO. 

Did you ever report a formal military inquiry before 
the Pueblo inquiry? YES... (go to G lla) WO_. (go to 
@ 12) 
a. Please list the most recent of these: 

bates Publication inguicy. dans 

ie 





2. 





3. 





I am most grateful for your assistance, and would 
appreciate any additional comments you care to make. 
Z°11 be happy to answer any Gguestions you might have, 
too. Would you list your current mailing address if 
Gifferent from the one I have used? 
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